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Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories) 


( *-rfqi*r v\r srsrmfa* tjtnr fr^rn ) 

Tffrofr, ihnwr, i‘i7i 

Wto WTO 2455. — STpPTT TTf^TTT, 1893 ( 1393 -FIT i) 
HT7T 49 2 # *3Wr7T ( 1 ) ^ SPT 3T*T IffTPTl 47T WlT 
jfrr?r jp, %-ifnr i rotnr utw3T , t, fa ”i 9 "i ignitin' % tqvuwi, 

TTTWT WTToTfVo-o/^o wto 6 5-*d <171^11, 

TROT 7T31T % % WfVwEH 44 tNRR 47*4 

% far wt 4V<> ifto wiwfiT, ^ ^'■R-wEriTtw faro; 

t I 

[TTOT 224/56/7J-TT yf ( 2 )] 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Personnel & Administrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 16th August, 1973 

S.O. 2455. — In exercise of the powers conferied by sub- 
section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri B. B. Rath, Advocate, as Public Prosecutor for conduct- 
ing the prosecution of the accused, in case R.C. 9/EOW/65- 
Calcutta (Criminal Appeal No. 47/73) Hadibandhu Das Vrs 
State in the Court of Special Judge, Puri (Orissa). 
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[No. 225/56/73-AYD. II.] 
B. C. VANJANT, Under Secy. 
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WRE fally-t XtlJiBl 
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t Hi ret, 1972 Jr gn; 3mF$Htn9 urn ^ 
He ^rrtim HraHr % He lGe-ww fHrHa ott 
j) 339 itH aml^u w) wtiron firmer tr, 7™! 
®rRPT«T, triRyc steer, fro ttwH) (jrhi^) hH> rHHHr 
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fcJ T9f *171 94 l ‘4) <8011 9 I ('3 M 31 <A 4 3R9wT 71? % ; 

xfR, w, 3V0 ^ilaprn; 3, 3?) tew gw fW 97 4), xnH 
w w R -ru T at He arft hr^ ww fpsHert 3^r Hut £, xfR 
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HEafrf 9EHT -tiRui pt Ria’lFrR 

xr: xr, 370 sTfErOnrn trrrr l cht % xrtrw if PrHr xtrip 
ta^gm 373 4) wHtrr Pfprr tr nfr rr $ Haft 4t ?m % 
in ftHt -JTjir iHHwRfnrr oti fwn tPEr % wa urH xfR 
^Yt y He e?t xtHtt a?) arfW 4 #T3 a4 Tffr atTwPsr %■ He faTf^ 
wIPr aRar £ i 

[tfo W.-HoHo/ 1 00/72(38)] 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, ihe 26th July, 1973 

S.O. 2456,— Whereas the Elecetion Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Katncshwarkar Vlshwanath Rao, Post Office 
Basmath, Taluku Da.smath, District Parbhani (Maharashtra), 
a contesting candidate in the general election held in March, 
1972, to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly from 166- 
Basmath constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is fuither satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Katneshwarkar Vishwanath Rao to be disqualified for beinR 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par- 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a Slate for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. MT-LA/ 166/72(38)] 
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aTToXTTo 245 7,—— 97f- ftsill xuaW 'PI a Ml UR ft) <13 1 
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Hrwr wajp ( h|ki% ) Hat afaHfaR xrfirHaa, 1951 art 
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Kf) 0pTT ^iHrff ft VffihtH f; 
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[Part II — 

?t, XtVf HdFffi WJfbT 99- W fPmTFT it TO ^ fV U9t% 

9T9 ITT WWIT % Hd/ 97t 99^9 99TW 9T Wflfw 

I; 

W W, W srftrfwr 9ft UT7T 1 0-91 T if HaWt 

WH gft9JT7T 390 IHmH Ml t ufH I *t fwr Tf TER ^ Hnt 
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[rrorErto-HoTTo/ 1 4l/72( 39)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2436. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
fled that Shri Sedmake Kashinath Blsan, At Pulkhal, Post 
Kaneri, Tahsil Gadchiroli, District Chandrapur (Maharash- 
tra), a contesting candidate in the general election held in 
March, 1972, to the Maharashra Legislative Assembly from 
141-Gadchiroli constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sedmake Kashinath Bisan to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either Elouse of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. MT-EA/14 1/72(39)] 

WRIT 

af HHT 2 8 UETTf. 1973 

WTo WTo 2 458. — W, H^TpT XlpflJT 99 HETtTET jft W 
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XTTJftTT U,fl^5l TT 370 -4) 97T 771309 XTRlH T) 37R % HetH xft 7R3 % 
9T Hlffr TFR a?t HtTR-tRn XR9T HtTR 9f799 % 3979 t|3 irH 0(37 
xtHu ^ mtH % Tr r! alt TRRfa i. Hr HA/.-i 

xftftTT T73T ^ I 

[3o 3IJT-H o3o/l94/72(40)] 
ttv tTErgrripaR, *tHr 
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ORDER 


New Delhi, the 28th July, 1973 

S.O. 2458. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Parsu Ranmath Andhare, At Kandalgaon, Post Javla 
(N), Taluka Parenda, District Osmanibad, (Maharashtra), a 
contesting candidate in the general election held in March, 
1972, to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly from 194- 
Parenda constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses within the time and in the manner required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 195 1 ( and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And whereas after considering the representation made by 
the said candidate, the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Parsu Rangnath Andhare to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

LNo. MT-LA/ 194/72(40)] 


New Delhi, the 16th August, 1973 

S.O. 2459 In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the Order dated 10 April, 1973 of the High 
Court of Punjab and Haryana in Election Petition No. 1 of 
1971. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

'Original Side 
No. E. P. 1/71 

Election Petition No, 1 of 1971 
Recrimination Petition No. 1 of 1971 

S. Iqbal Singh son of S. Rattan Singh, Resident of Street 
No. 14, Abohar, District Ferozeporc. Petitioner. 

VERSUS 

1. S. Gurdas Singh S/o S. Raghuraj Singh, Jat, resident 

of village Badal, Post Office Badai, Tehsil Muktsar, 
District Ferozeporc ; 

2. Shri Hanumnn Dass, resident of Street No. 6, 

Abohar, District Ferozeporc; 

3 Shri Thandu Ram, resident of Arya Nagar, Abohar, 
District Fcrozepore; 

4. Shri Doonger resident of V. & P. O. Jhummiunwali, 

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepore; 

5. Shri Pirthi Raj, resident of House No. 1357, Street 

No. 7, Abohar District Ferozepore; 

6. Shri Bagrawat, resident of V. & P.O. Mehirano, 

Mehirajpura, Tehsil Fazilka, District Feroze- 
pore; 

7. Shri Yogi Raj Surya Dev, resident of House No. 

3222, Street Shri Charandass Ji, Quazi Hauz, 
Delhl-6; 

8. S. Parkash Singh Badal, Chief Minister, Punjab, 

Chandigarh. 

9. Shri A. S. Pooni, I.A.S., Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozeporc, I-Fuzilka, Ferozepore (Names of Res- 
pondents 8 and 9 struck off vide order dated 
3-11-1971 passed by the Full Bench). 

Respondents 


Recrimination Petition No. 1 of 197]' 

S. Gurdas Singh son of S, Raghuraj Singh Jat, resident 
of village Badal, Post Office Baaay, Tehsil Muktsur, Dis- 
trict, Ferozepore. 

Petitioner 

VERSUS 

1. S. Iqbal Singh son of S. Rattan Singh, resident of 

Street No. 14, Abohar District, Ferozepore; 

2. Shri Hanuman Dass, resident of Street No. 6, 

Abohar District, Ferozepore; 

3. Shri Thandu Ram, resident of Arya Nagar, Abohar 

District, Ferozepore; 

4. Shri Doonger resident of village & P. O. Jhirn- 

mianwali Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepore; 

5. Shri Pirthi Raj, resident of House No. 1357, Street 

No. 7 Abohar, District Ferozepore. 

6. Shri Bagrawat, resident of V. & P. O. Maheranna 

Mahirajpura Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepore; 

7. Shri Yogi Raj Surya Dev, resident of House No. 

3222, Street Shri Charan Dass Ji, Quazi Hauz, 

Delhi-6. 

Respondents. 

Election Petition No. 1 of J971 ; 

Petition under Sections 80/80 A and 81 of the Represen- 
tation of People Act read with the Rules of the High 
Court of Punjab and Haryana praying that the election of 
respondent No. 1 from Parliament Constituency-I Fazilka 
held on 5th March, 1971, be declared void and the peti- 
tioner be declared to have been duly elected under Section 
101 of the Representation of People Act and further praying 
that in accordance with provision of section 8A S. Gurdas 
Singh Badal be disqualified for corrupt practice for a period 
of six years and also praying that in accordance with the 
provision of section 99 of the Representation of People 
Act. S. Parkash Singh Badal Respondent No. 8 be held to 
have been guilty of corrupt practices, and be disqualified for 
period of six years as enjoined by Section 8A of the Re- 
presentation of Peoples Act. 

Recrimination Petition No. 1 

Application under Section 97 of the Representation of 
People Act on behalf of Shri Gurdas Singh Badal, praying 
that Recrimination Petition be placed on record and neces- 
sary notice be issued to S. Iqbal Singh in accordance with 
law and his election be declared void. 

Dated the 10th April, 1973 

Present: 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice D. K, Mahajan. 

For the Petitioner- — Mr. A. K. Sen, Sr. Advocate (M/s. 

G. R. Majithia, K. P. Bhandari, S. B. Tail, Rajcsh 

Chowdhri, Advocates with him). 

For the Respondents — Mr. H, L. Sibal, Sr. Advocate 

(M/s. S. S. Kang, Narotam Singh and S. C. Sibal, 

Advocates with him). 

JUDGMENT 

Shri Iqbal Singh was defeated by the respondent Shri 
Gurdas Singh Badal by a margin of 5323 votes. There 
were eight candidates for the Fazilka Parliamentary consti- 
tuency (Lok Sabha) for the elections held in February/ 
March, 1971. This Parliamentary constituency consisted of 
eight segments of the Assembly constituencies, namely 
Malout, Muktsar, Gidderbaha, Fazilka, Jallalabad, Abohar, 
Lambi and Faridkot. Shri Iqbal Singh petitioner contested 
on the Indian National Congress ticket led by Shri Jagjivan 
Ram. The returned candidate was a nominee of the Akali 
Party (Sant Group). The remaining six candidates, namely 
Shri Hanuman Dass, Shri Thandu Ram, Shri Dongar, Shri 
Pirthi Raj, Shri Bagrawat and Shri Yogiraj Surya Dev were 
independent candidates. 

The polling of votes look place on 5(h March, 1971 
The results was declared on 12th March, 1971. 
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The present petition was filed by Shri Iqbal Singh on 
the 26th of April, 1971. This petition has been filed to 
call in question the election of the returned candidate. He 
and the remaining six independent candidates have been 
Impleaded as respondents. Shri Parkash Singh Badal, 
Chief Minister, Punjab, and Shri A. S. Pooni, I.A.S., Deputy 
Commissioner, Ferozepore, were also made parties to the 
petition. However, their names were struck off by the order 
of the Full Bench dated 3rd of November, 1971. 

The main pleas on which the petition has been grounded 
are:— 

1. That 15000 votes were cast on invalid ballot-papers. 

These ballot-papers were invalid because they did 
not either bear the signature of the Presiding Officer 
or the mark of identification of the polling station. 
Mainly on this basis, a recount is claimed. How- 
ever, it has been alleged that there were many irre- 
gularities in the Counting and the votes polled for 
the petitioner had been wrongly counted for the 
returned candidate. 

2. That the returned candidate is guilty of the follow- 

ing corrupt practices:— 

(a) that his brother was the Chief Minister of Punjab. 
His position and office were used to bribe the 
electors. The bribe took the shape of : 

(i) grant of gun licences, and 

(if) the distribution of discretionary grant for the 
construction or repair of Harijan Dharmsalas, 

(b) that the services of the Government servants were 
utilised, to further the prospects of the returned 

candidate’s election, 

(c) that a section of the electors was prevented from 

casting their votes by the returned candidate. 

(d) that bus routes were sanctioned without following 

the procedure prescribed in the Motor Vehicles 
Act in order to allure the electors to vote for the 
returned candidate and soon after the elections 
were over, the operation on these routes stop- 
ped. 

3. That the nomination papers of Shri Bagarawat, were 

wrongly accepted and that has materially affected 
the result of the election. 

4. That the election was not fairly and properly conduct- 

ed according to the Rules. 

The petitioner claimed that the election of the returned 
candidate be set aside and he be declared elected in his place. 

All these allegations have been controverted by the return- 
ed candidate. He has also filed a recriminatory petition. 

On the pleadings of the parties, the following issues were 
framed: — 

“1. Whether the respondent No. 1 is guilty of corrupt 
practices specified in paras 19, 20, 22, 23 and 
26 to 29 of the election petition as amended? If so, 
what is the effect? 

2. Whether the respondent No. 1 procured the assis- 

tance of Government servants to further his pros- 
pects in the election? If so, with what effect? 

3. Whether the petitioner is entitled to the scrutiny 

of the ballot-pupcrs alleged to have been illegally 
rejected and those of the respondent alleged to 
have been illegally accepted and on that account 
is entitled to a re-count? 

4. Whether 15000 ballot-papers were invalid and were 

wrongly polled and counted? If so, with what 
effect? 

5. Whether the nomination paper of Mr. Bhagrawat 

was wrongly accepted by the returning officer and 
if so, what is its effect7 


6, Whether the allegations made in para 7 of the peti- 

tion are correct, and if so, what is the effect? 

7. In case issues 1 to 6 are found in favour of the peti- 

tioner and the election of respondent No. 1 is dec- 
lared void, whether the petitioner can be declared 
as a duly returned candidate?” 

So far as the second, third, fifth and the sixth issues are 
concerned, they were not pressed. In fact, no arguments 
at all were addressed on them. I, therefore, decide all 
these issues against the petitioner. 

The main issues which have been agitated before me are 
Nos. 1 and 4. I will first take up the fourth issue 

ISSUE No. 4 

In paragraph 6 of the petition it is stated: — 

‘‘That at a very conservative estimate, at least 15000 
ballot-papers invalid and void— which should have 
been rejected under Rule 56— were wrongly count- 
ed as valid votes in favour of the returned candi- 
date. The ballot-papers so counted included (i) 
spurious ballot papers, (ii) ballot papers bearing 
serial numbers not authorised for use at the parti- 
cular polling stations, (iii) ballot papers not bear- 
ing both the mark and the signatures of the Pre- 
siding Officers which these should have borne under 
the provision of sub-rule 1 of rule 38." 

in paragraph 4 of the recriminatory petition, the return- 
ed candidate stated : — 

‘‘Some of these ballots do not bear the signatures of the 
Presiding Officer. Some of them are not correctly 
marked. All such votes should have been exclud- 
ed from the votes stated to have been polled by 
Shri Iqbal Singh respondent No. 1.” 

In the telegram Exhibit P.W, 2/28, dated 12-3-1971 
addressed to the Chief Election Commissioner, New Delhi, 
it is stated: — 

“More than fifteen thousand ballot papers do not bear 
signatures of Presiding Officer or Polling Officer 
or Polling Station and Booth number and arc still 
being counted.” 

Exhibit P.W. 84/1 is the application that was made on 
12-3-1971 to the Returning Officer, Fazilka Parliamentary 
constituency, Ferozepore, requiring a recount, wherein it 
is stated: — 

“That some of the ballot papers do not bear the official 
stamps on their back as provided by rules. Those 
seem to be smuggled illegally and such votes were 
not cast actually by any of (he voters which are in 
thousands. That some of the ballot papers do 
bear the signatures of the Presiding Officers on 
the back of the ballot papers, as provided by rules 
which are also in thousands and even more than 
five thousands.” 

Only oral evidence has been led with regard to this matter. 
P. W. 32 Gurrnit Singh stated : — 

“1 saw that some ballot-papers did not bear the signa- 
ture of the presiding officer of the polling station. 
There were other ballot-papers on which there was 
no identification mark as well as the Constituency 
mark. There were ballot-papers which did not 
bear either the signature or the identification 
mark. ... At my table about 375 ballot-papers 
did not either bear the signature of the presiding 
officer or the identification mark or both. I 
complained to the Supervisor to sort out such 
ballot-papers. He refused to do so on the ground 
that it was not his job and it wns Assistant 
Returning Officer’s job. ... I made a report 
regarding the aforesaid 4000 ballot-papers to S. 
Iqbal Singh, I do not know what transpired 
between the petitioner and the A.R.O. About 
5000 ballot-papers were counted at my table nnd 
out of them about 375 were the type on which 
there was no signature of the presiding officer or 
the mark of the polling station or both.” 
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Jn cross-examination, he stilted :— 

“At the very beginning, I told Dr. Baldcv Raj about 

the 375 ballot-papers ... In my presence Dr. 

Baldev Raj did not make any complaint about this 

matter to the A.R.O At the total counting 

our chief representalive was Dr. Bakiev Raj. In 
my presence, Dr, Baldcv Raj look up the matter 
with the A.R.O. about 4000 ballot-papers. He did 

not give the objection in writing to the A.R.O. I 

cannot state why he did not do so. 1 did not ash 
Dr. Bakiev Raj to give this objection in writing 
to the A.R.O. 

The Observer came to the counting station on that day. 
i mentioned this matter about 4000 ballot-papers 
to the Observer I had maintained an ac- 

count at the counting station of such ballot-papers. 
Either T lost that account paper or I tore it off. 
1 orally told the Observer about such ballot-papers. 

1 and Dr. Baldev Raj told the Observer about 
this matter- No written complaint was made to 
the Observer by Dr. Baldcv Raj." 

P, W. 33 Kishan Chand slated: — 

“At the time of the scrutiny the ballot-papers which 
did not bear the signature of the Presiding Officer 
or the identilicatron mark ol the Polling Station 
or both, were not separated in spile of my objec- 
tion ... I informed Mr. Chugh as well as the 
Assistant Returning Officer that there were certain 
ballot-papers which did not bear the signature of 
the Returning Officer or the distinct mark of the 
polling station or both and that such ballot-papers 
were being counted . . , 350/400 ballot papers 

were of the type about which J have mentioned 
whose reverse side did not disclose any maik of 
identification." 

In cross-examination he stated : — 

“I told the petitioner about the ballot-papers which 
were defective at my tabic and also the fact that 
the objection had been raised at the start of the 
counting and the Assistant Returning Officer had 
said that this would be decided when the counting 
starts and when wc objected when the counting 
started, he put off by saying that the 

objection could only be settled by the Returning 
Officer, 1 do not know if the matter had been 
taken up by the petitioner with the Assistant Re- 
turning Officer. I did not make complaint in 
writing to the Assistant Returning Officer. . . . 
When Ihe Observer came I did not know the 

exact number of such defective ballot papers. When 
wc came out of the counting station, it is only 
then we discovered that 2400/2500 defective ballot 
papers had been counted. The totalling Wtis done 
orally. I did not maintain the account of the 

defective ballot papers. It was merely an esti- 

mate.” 

P.W, 34 Mukhtiar Singh stated : — 

"The ballot-papers which did not bear the signature ot 
the presiding officer or which lacked the mark of 
identification of polling boolh or bolh, were nol 
separated. ... I had objected to the ballot-papers 
which did not bear any mark of identification at 
Its reverse side but I was then told that this 

matter will be decided at the lime of counting. At 

the counting when the objection was raised, the 
A.R.O. said that he had no power to decide this 
matter und only the Returning Officer could de- 
cide. According to my opinion, about 250 such 
ballot-papers were of the kind which had no mark 
of identification at their back. About 2000 were 
such ballot-papers in that counting station.” 

In cross-examinalion he stated :— 

"1 kept on noting the number of ballot papers which 
had no mark of identification on their reverse, or 
which did nol bear the signature of (he Presiding 
Officer or the maik of the polling station, on a 
slip of paper. In Ihc cud l totalled up and that is 
how J arrived at the figure of 250. T thereafter 


tore off that slip. All Ihc counting agents hud 
kept such slips and at the end of the counting 
they told me from Ihe slips maintained by them 
how many such ballot-papers were counted at their 
respective tables. I then totalled up what they 
told me and that is how the total number came 
to 2000 ... I made a written complaint to the 
Assistant Returning Officer but he relused to take 
tt. That complaint remained with me and I tore 

it off No written complaint was made by 

any of the counting agents because I told them 
thut the written complaint made by me had not 
been accepted. All the olher counting agents 

gave their slips to me which I had asked them to 
maintain. I counted them and gave the total to 
S. Jqbal Singh. I destroyed Ihose slips.” 

p. W. 35 Mndan Lul Chugh stated that: 

"Ceitain ballot-papers did not have the identification 
marks of the polling station or the signature of 
the polling officer or that they were totally blank. 
The agent showed me such ballot papers 
About two thousand ballot papers were such 

tn cioss-cxamination, he stilted:. — 

“’J he counting agents gave approximate number ol such 
ballot papers at their counting tables and again 
they came to the dais and told me the approxi- 
mate number of such invalid ballot papers. I 
noted about what they had said. I totalled the 
number of dcfeclive ballot papers. 1 gave _ the 
total number of such ballot papers to the petition- 
er ... I gave my objections to Ihe Assistant 
Returning Officer, in writing, and he refused to 
receive them. I gave a written complaint at about 
1 P.M. I handed over that complaint to the can- 
didate .... I had approximately complete infor- 
mation about ihe said 2000 ballot papers ... I 
showed the complaint, which 1 had made to the 
Assistant Returning Officer, to Ihe Observer, and 
1 told him that the Assistant Returning Officer had 
refused to take this complaint. The Observer did 
not bother about the fact and stated thal he would 
decide this matter when the result was to be dec- 
lared ... I showed the complaint to the petition- 
er which 1 had made to ihc Assistant Returning 
Officer and told him that he had refused to take 
it. I, however, handed over the complaint to him 
in the evening. T also told him lhat Mr. Sharma 
had refused to take the complaint," 

I'.W. 3fi Shri Chandi Ram Verma, in his examination-iii- 
chief, deposed in a similar strain. He, however, put the 
number of such invalid votes at 3000. He stated : — 

"Nobody could say in which bundle the defective bal- 
lot papers were. The Observer took out one bundle and 
he said there were 2/3 such ballot-papers. He was asked 
to examine Ihe remaining bundles but he did nol bolher to 
do so. He said (his was a minor error. Many bundles 
contained 5 to III such defective ballot papers.” 

Theie is no firm basis given by him for the figure he has 
mentioned. Mainly, his testimony is ns to what led to the 
final application for a recount. In cross-examination, lie 
admitted that whatever the agents told him he noted down 
in his diary. He had not his diary with him. He was not 
even sure whethei that diary had been destroyed, No writ- 
ten complaint was made to any officer. The complaints were 
all verbal. No written complaint was made to the Observer. 
In fact, no written complaint was ever made. A suggestion 
was also thrown in that he being a Congress-man, was 
going out of his way to support the Congress candidate. 

P.W.37 is Shri Nand T.al Soni Advocate of Fuzilka. 

According to his estimate, 300 lo 400 were such ballot 

papers which had not ihe mark of identification of the 
polling station or the signature of the presiding officer 1 , At 
liis counting table he only observed 200/250 such ballot- 
papers. In cross-examination, he admitted that he main- 
tained no recoid of the ballot papers which did not bear 
Ihe signal urc of the Piesiding Officer or the identification 
work of the polling station. He had no record as to who 
gave him the information about such ballot papers and 



2902 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 [Part 11— 


their number. He made no written complaint to any officer. 
He himself did not see any such defective ballot papers but 
the counting agents told him about them. Ho was specifi- 
cally put a question that being a lawyer why he did not 
put in a written complaint, and his answer was that he 
could give no reason for such a conduct. 

P.W, 38 Dr. Baldev Raj, a Congress worker, stated 

that 

‘The counting agents working under me noted down 
and reported to me that certain ballot papers 
were not signed by the Presiding Officer or did not 
bear the mark of identification of the polling station 
or both. I passed on the complaint to the Assist- 
ant Returning Officer. I did this orally and not in 
writing. I also requested him to separate such 
ballot papers. Such ballot papers were not sepa- 
rated.’ 

According to his estimate, such ballot papers were 3300 
to 4000. In cross-examination, he stated that: 

“Immediately after the counting 1 passed on this infor- 
mation to the petitioner. ... At no stage I 
gave any complaint in writing to the A.R.O.” 

A verbal complaint was made by him to the Observer 
who, accoiding to him, gave an evasive reply. 

P.W. 42 Shri Mehar Singh, ex-M.L.A. stated that:— 

“There were certain ballot papers which had not the 
signature of the presiding officer or the mark of 
identification of the polling station or both. I men- 
tioned this to the A.R.O. who said that this matter 
can be sorted out later. I insisted that the ballot 
papers which did not bear the signature of the pre- 
siding officer or the mark of identification of the 
polling station or both should be sorted out. Such 
ballot papers were not sorted out." 

According to his estimate, they were about 2000. in 
cross-examination, he admitted that he did not mention what 
he stated in Court to the petitioner when he met him outside 
the counting hall, and soon he took a somersault and said 
that he stated about this matter to the petitioner outside the 
counting hall. No written complaint was made about this 
matter to the Assistant Returning Officer. Only oral comp- 
laint was made, No complaint was made to the Observer. 
It is significant that this witness was cited merely to prove 
about the corrupt practices and not about the matter relat- 
ing to counting. 

P.W. 62 Shri Harbhajan Singh Sodhi, Nuib Tehstldar, stat- 
ed that Dr, Baldev Raj was the counting in-charge on be- 
half of the petitioner and he was sitting on the dais with the 
Assistant Returning Officer. Mr. G. S. Chadhu was the 
counting in-charge on behalf of the petitioner when the 
ballot papers of Giderbaha segment were counted. He stat- 
ed:— 

“At the table of Assistant Returning Officer there used 
to be complaints that ballot papers which had no 
signature of the Presiding Officer or the identifica- 
tion mark of the polling station or bolhj were not 
being separated for the purpose of scrutiny by the 
Assistant Returning Officer”. 

In cioss-examination, he stated that “Dr. Baldev Raj and 
G.S. Chadha used to talk to me off and on but they had no 
discussion with me regarding the defective ballot papers.” 
it may be mentioned that this witness was called to prove 
tiic ballot paper account of village Daula which was prepared 
during the time of counting, 

P.W. 63 Shri Ram Lai, Executive Magistrate, Ludhiana, 
who was the Assistant Returning Officer of the Lambl seg- 
ment stated that: — 

“The ballot papers wheh did not bear the signatures of 
the Presiding Officer or the distinguishing mark of 
the polling station or both were objected to before 
me by the agents of both the candidates. Such 
ballot papers were separated and brought for my 
decision, 1 did not. reject any such ballot 

paper because 1 considered them lo be gen- 
uine. I cannot give the number of such ballot 


papers . .. they could not be more than two hund- 
red.” 

In cros-examtnalion, he stated that: — - 

“The Observer satisfied himself that the objected to two 
papers were genuine. The objection was on the 
ground that the ballot papers did not bear the sig- 
nature of the Presiding Officer or the identification 
mark of the polling station . . . The check of the 
serial number alone is sufficient to say whether the 
ballot paper is genuine or not. The serial number 
was on every objected to ballot paper and It fitted 
with the serial numbers of the ballot papers. It 
was In the proper serial order with the remaining 
bajlot papers. We satisfy ourselves that the ballot 
paper which bears the serial number is in the scries 
of the ballot papers issued to the polling station.” 

P.W. 64 Shri B. D. Aggarwal, Assistant Returning Officer, 
Malout, stated: — 

“There was no ballot-paper which did not have the sig- 
nature of the presiding officer or the identification 
mark of the polling station, as far as I remember. 
No such paper was objected to and brought before 
me for being rejected.” 

In cross-examination, he stated: — 

“It is true that no objection on the scope that the ballot- 
papers did not bear the signature of the presiding 
officer or the mark of identification of the polling 
station was ever made before me by any party . . 

P.W. 65 Shri R. D. Sayal, who was Assistant Returning 
Officer of Muktsar and Gidderbaha segments, stated: — 

“During the poll I went to one polling station in 
Muktsar. That was in a school, and I discovered 
that the ballot-papers were being distributed to the 
electors without the signatures of the presiding 
officer. I told him that this was against the rules 
and he should sign the ballot papers before distri- 
buting them and I recorded a note to that etFect. 
No complaint was made to me that there were any 
ballot papers which did not bear the signatures of 
the presiding officer or the mark of the polling 
station or both. When I checked the ballot papers 
no such ballot paper came to my notice. Mr. 

Sharma, who was sent as Observer by the Election 
Commissioner told us that any ballot paper which 
had no signature of the Presiding officer or the 
distinguishing mark of the polling station, was not 
invalid. It was merely an irregularity. 1 did make 
a test check of the ballot papers even for this 
purpose, but in the packets that came to me, no 
such ballot paper was discovered. All ballot papers 
that were counted at the counting tables were sent 
to my table and out of those ballot papers I made 
the check . . . No objection was raised by anybody 
regarding these ballot papers.” 

P.W. 68 Shri O. P. Garg, Deputy Director Local Govern- 
ment, who was at that time Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Farid- 
kot, stated:— 

“No ballot papers came to my notice on which there 
were no signature of the Presiding Officer or the 
distinguishing mark of the polling station or both. 
No such papers were separated by counting staff or 
shown to me. I was required according to the rules 
to examine such papers, if any, and give my ver- 
dict to their genuineness. 1 gave no verdict on any 
such type of papers because none was produced 
before me or came to my notice." 

P.W. 90 Ciuipartap Singh Chanda, the over-all in-charge of 
the election campaign of the petitioner, stated : — 

“No ballot-paper which did not have the distinguishing 
mark of the polling station or the signature of the 
presiding officer was sorted out for scrutiny, I 
wanted such ballot papers to be taken out for 
scrutiny. I was sitting on the dais with the Assistant 

Returning Officer I brought this fact to the 

notice of the Assistant Returning Officer. Mr. 
Aggarwal examined those ballot papers and after 
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i hat ho overruled my objection as the ballots had 
the serial numbers. Mr, Aggarwnl then told me 
that the bundles may be formed as he was not 
competent to decide this objection and it will be 
decided by the Returning Officer. He announced on 
tho loud-speaker that such ballot papers should 
not be excluded. Round-about 3000 were such 
ballot papers according to my estimate and the 
estimate of my co-counting agents, This estimate 

was made after the counting was over 

This objection, was brought to his (Observer's) 
notice. He said that he had already settled this 
objection at Abohar during the counting of Lambi 
segment and such ballot papers were to be treated 
as valid. . . . 

About 4500 or 4700 were such ballot papers which did 
not bear the signatures of the presiding officer or 
the distinguishing marks of the polling stations.” 

In corss-examination, he stated : — 

“T made no written complaint to Mr. Sharmn. My 
complaint to him was verbal. Manmohan Singh, 
counting agent at Malaut, before the announce- 
ment at the loud-speaker by the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer, told me that 55 or 56 ballot papers 
had been tied in bundles, which did not bear the 
signatures or mark of identification of the polling 
stations. . . I did not give any written complaint abo- 
ut this matter to the Assistant Returning Officer. No 
written record was made of such ballot papers. 
In the evening all the counting agents had met 
me. Only a rough estimate was made. Similar is 
my statement with regard to the counting of Gid- 
derbaha segment. The estimate was given to me 
orally by the counting agents.” 

The petitioner, as P.W. 102, stated : — 

“I had instructed my counting agents to look out for 
spurious ballot papers polled on the 5th. I also 
instructed them to see whether the ballot papers 
had on their reverse the distinguishing mark of the 
polling station as well as the signatures of the 
Presiding Officer. . . . Gurpartap Singh Chadha and 
Jagsaran Singh gave me information that there 
were certain ballot papers which did not bear the 
seal of the polling station or the signatures of 
the presiding officer, that this fact was brought to 
the notice of the Assistant Returning Officer and 
he had said that this could not be scrutinised at 
that time and it would be done later on. At that 
time bundling of the ballot papers was in progress. 
Our counting agents were bringing such ballot 
papers to the notice of the Assistant Returning 
Officer. Such ballot papers were not separated. . . . 
I protested to the Assistant Returning Officer at 
Muktsar that such ballot papers should not be 
counted. He told me that he was not proper 
authority to accept my contention that such ballot 
paper were spurious ballot-papers. He told me 
to bring this fact to (he notice of the Returning 
Officer. . . . The observer also opined that such ballot 
papers were valid. The Assistant Returning Offi- 
cers then told me that as the Observer had ruled 
these ballot as valid, they were valid ballot-papers. 
Such like ballot papers were about 15,000." 

In cross-examination, he stated : — 

"My workers orally told me that there were over 15000 
ballot papers which had been counted, though they 
did not bear the signatures of the Presiding Officer 
or the mark of identification of the polling station. 
This information was not gathered from any written 
record. ... T cannot stale whether there were 
any ballot papers bearing serial numbers not autho- 
rised for use at tho particular polling station. I 
cannot say whether I have stated in the petition 
that in 15000 ballot papers there are any ballot 
papers which have not authorised serial numbers.” 

When the attention of (he witness was drawn to para- 
graph 6 of the petition, he stated : — 

“What I have stated earlier is not correct. What I 
have stated in the election petition is correct. I 


cannot state how many ballot papers were without 
the authorised serial numbers. Such ballot papers 
were in the Parliamentary segment of the Giderbaha 
constituency. They may be also in the other con- 
stituencies. Gurmeet Singh and Bakiev Raj my 
agents gave me this information, This is not from 
my knowledge." 

The attention of the witness was drawn to the verification 
In the petition, wherein he had stated that the above in- 
formation was from his knowledge. He replied : 

"Because the information was given by my agents, 
therefore, I slated it was from my knowledge. 
There may be about 100 such ballot papers. The 
ballot papers, which did not bear the signatures 
of the Presiding Officer or the identification mark 
of the polling station, were spurious ballot papers.” 

When asked what was the distinction between the spurious 
ballot papers and the ballot papei's which do not bear the 
mark of the polling station or the signatures of the Predsi- 
ing Officer, the reply was : — 

“Those ballot papers were spurious which had been 
polled from other places than the balot papers 
issued for that polling station and the ballot papers 
which did not near the signatures of the Presiding 
Officer or the mark of identification of the polling 
station, were invalid ballot papers. The statement 
now made by me is correct.” 

I have deliberately culled out the relevant parts of the 
oral testimony to show that the allegations to the effect that 
the ballot papers which did not bear the signature of the 
presiding officer or the mark of identification of the polling 
station were counted, have been made without any specific 
material. There can be no denying the fact that there 
were certain ballot papers which did not either bear the 
signature of the presiding officer or the mark of identifica- 
tion of the polling station, but how many they were it is not 
possible to say. Some of the counting agents of the peti- 
tioner have stated that they kept a note of such ballot papers 
and passed them on to the petitioner or his election in-charge, 
but thos notes were cither tom or have not been produced. 
This clearly shows that nobody knew or bothered at the 
time of counting as to how many were such ballot papers. 
I am, however, doubtful whether this matter was at all 
present to the mind of oil the counting agents Inasmuch as 
no written complaint to this effect was made. Shri O.P. Garg 
P.W. 68 is specific that no such complaint was made and I 
have no reason to doubt his testimony. According to Mr. 
R. D. Sayal. P.W. 65, there were a few ballot-papers of this 
kind to which an objection was raised but when the objection 
was probed into, it was found that they were not invalid bal- 
lot papers. It will be proper at this stage to refer to rules 38 
and 56 of the Conduct of Flection Rules, 1961, which arc 
in the following terms 

“38. (1) Every ballot paper shall before issue to an 
elector be.— 

fa) stamped with such distinguishing mark as the 
Election Commission may direct; and 

(b) signed in full on its back by the Presiding 
Officer. 

(2) At the time of issuing a ballot paper to an elector, 
the polling officer shall record the serial number 
thereof against the entry relating to the elector in 
the marked copy of the electoral roll. 

(3) Save as provided in sub-rule (2), no person in the 
polling station shall note down the serial numbers 
of the ballot papers issued to particular electors. 

56. (1) Tho ballot papers taken out of each ballot 
box shall be arranged in convenient bundles and 
semtnised. 

(2) The returning officer shall reject a ballot paper. — 

(g) if it bears a serial number, or is of a design, 
different from the serial numbers, or, as the case 

may be, design of the ballot papers authorised 
for use at the particular polling station, or 

(h) if it does not bear both the mark and the signa- 
ture which it should have borne under the provi- 
sions of sub-rule (1) of rule 38 : 
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Provided that where the returning officer is satisfied that 
any such defect as is mentioned in clause (g) or clnuso (h) 
has been caused by any mistake or failure on the part of 
n presiding officer or polling Officer, the ballot paper shall 
not be rejected merely on ihc ground of such defect ; 

"Provided further that a ballot paper shull not be re- 
jected merely on the ground that the mark indicating 
the vote is indistinct or made more than once, if 
the intention that the vole shall be for a particular 
candidate clearly appears from the way the paper is 
marked. 

(3) Before rejecting any ballot paper under sub-rule 
(2), Ihe returning officer shall allow each counting 
agent present a reasonable opportunity to inspect 
the ballot paper but shall not allow hint lo handle 
it or any other ballot paper. 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) livery ballot paper which is not rejected under 
this rule shall be counted as one valid vote : 


This will show that a ballot paper does not become in- 
valid merely because either the signature of the presiding 
officer or the mark of identification of the polling station 
is missing. One cannot lose sight of the fact that there are 
a large number of electors, as is the case in a Parliamentary 
scut. In the rush of work, there can be such an omission. 
In the present case, only at one polling station this omis- 
sion was noticed by the Assistant Returning Officer, namely 
Shri R.D. Sayal, P.W. 65, and he made a note of this fact. 
Nowhere else it was noticed. 1 am also surprised that no 
attempt was made to produce any presiding officer of any 
polling station for the purpose of eliciting that any com- 
plaint was made on this score. 

In the present case an order was obtained from the Chief 
Election Commissioner allowing inspection of the ballot 
papers in terms of rule 93 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 
1961. This order was challenged by a petition under 
Article 226 of the Constitution of India. This Court allowed 
the petition and quashed the order of the Chief Election 
Commissioner allowing inspection of the ballot papers. An 
appeal against this decision was taken to the Supreme Court 
and their Lordships, while affirming the order of this Court, 
observed : — 

“This will, however, be without prejudice to the right of 
the appellunt to seek an order of inspection of the 
ballot papers and the electoral rolls used for the 
I.ok Sabha Parliamentary Election of the Fazilka 
constituency held in March, 1971, and/or any 
recount, in the election petition filed by Ihc appellant 
challenging the said election unci now pending in 
the Punjab and Haryana High Court in accordance 
with Ihe law laid down by this Court, in particular, 
the decision reported in Jitendra Bahadur Singh 
v. Krishna lichari, 1970(1) SCR 852-AIR 1970 S. C. 
276, as also any changes in the provisions of the 
Representation of the People Act or the Conduct 
of Election Rules and any directions legally issued 
by the Chief Eleclion Commissioner, either under 
the aforesaid Act or the Rules.” (See Iqbal Singh 
v. G. S. Baclul, AIR 1973 S.C. 581.) 

In Jitendra Bahadur Singh v. Krishna Beharl. — AIR 1970 
S.C. 276—1970 (1) SCR 852, it was observed;— 

“The basic requirements to be satisfied before an elec- 
tion tribunal can permit the inspection of ballot 
papers, arc (1) that (he petition for setting aside 
the election must contain an adequate statement of 
the material taels on which the petitioner relics in 
support of his case and (2) the tribunal must b« 
prima facie satisfied that in order to decide the 
dispute and to do complete justice between the 
parties, inspection of the ballot papers is necessary. 
The material facts required to be stated are those 
facts which can be considered as materials support- 
ing the allegations made. In other words, they 
must be such facts as to afford a basis for the alle- 


gations made in the petition. If an election peti- 
tioner in his eleclion petition gives some figures as 
to the rejection of valid votes and acceptance of 
invalid votes, the same must not be considered as 
an adequate statement of material facts when the 
clitioncr has not disclosed in the patition the 
asis on which he arrived at those figures. His 
bald assertion that he got those figures from the 
counting agents of the unsuccessful candidate can- 
not afford the necessary basis." 

In Smt. Sumltra Devi v. Shri Sheo Shanker Prasad Yadav, 
AIR 1973 S.C. 215, it was observed as follows ; — 

“Where the allegations in the election petition are vague 
and the petition does not contain an adequato 
statement of the material facts and the evidence 
adduced by the petitioner is found unreliable and 
no definite particulars are also given in the appli- 
cation as to the illegalities alleged to have been 
committed in the counting of the ballot papers, 
the application for inspection of ballot papers can- 
not be allowed. A recount will not be granted ns 
a matter of right but only on the basis of evidence 
of good grounds for believing that there has been 
a mistake in the counting. It has to be decided 
in each case whether a prima facie ground has 
been made out for ordering an inspection.” 

The learned counsel for the petitioner strongly relied on 
the decision of the Supreme Court in Prof. Balraj Modhok 
v. Shri Shashi Bhasan. 1972(2) Supreme Court cases 616. 
This decision, however, i, oes not in any manner support 
the petitioner's case. 

After carefully considering the contentions advanced on 
this issue, I have come to the conclusion that the evidence 
led in the case docs not make out a case for allowing inspec- 
tion of ballot papers to the petitioner. In fact, the evidence 
led in the case is such that it does not prove anything definite 
and merely casts insinuations without any foundatoin. The 
onus to prove that the ballot, papers which had not the 
mark of identification of the polling station or the signature 
of the presiding officer were invalid lay on the petitioner and 
he has singularly failed to discharge that onus. 

For the reasons recorded above, 1 find this issue against 
the petitioner. 

ISSUE NO. 1. 

So far as this issue is concerned, the contentions fall under 
two heads : (a) that illegal gartification by way of grant of 
gun licenses was offered to the electors to secure their votes, 
and (b) that illegal gratification by way of cash grants for con- 
struction of Dharamshalas or for their repair was made to 
Harijan voters to secure their voles. These grants were mndc 
out of the amount of rupees fifty lacs sanctioned by the 
Punjab Government for the said purpose. This money had to 
be spent by 31st March, 1971. The gravemen of the charge 
is that the bulk of this amount was spenl during the election 
period. It is, therefore, maintained that the relumed candi- 
date is guilty of the corrupt practices of bribery mentioned 
above within the meaning of Section 123(1) of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951. Section 123(1) is in the 
following terms : — 

"123. The following shall be deemed to be corrupt 
practices for the purposes of this Act : — ■ 

(1) ‘Bribery’ that is to say. — 

(A) any gift, offer or promise by a candidate or 
his agent or by any other person with the consent 
of a candidate or his election agent of any grati- 
fication, to any person whomsoever, with the 
object, directly or indirectly of inducing. — 

(a) 

(b) an elector to vote or refrain from voting at an 
election, or as a reward to — 

(0 

(ii) an elector for having voted or refrained from 
voting; 
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(B) the receipt of, any gratification, whether 

ns u motive or a reward — 


Paragraph 19 


E.P. 1 of 1971 

Paragraph 20 


(a) 

(b) by uny person whomsoever foi himself or any 

other person for voting or retraining from vot- 
ing, or inducing or attempting to induce any 
elector to vole 

Explanation: For the purposes of this clause the term 
gratification is not restricted to pecuniary 
srutifLations or gratifications estimable in 
money and it includes all forms of enter- 
tainment and all fotms of employment foi 
reward but it docs not include the payment 
of any expenses bona fide incurred at, or for 
the purpose of, any election and duly enter- 
ed in the account of election expenses re- 
ferred to in section 78.’’ 

Before I examine the evidence on this part of the case, 
it will be useful to refer to matters which were within the 
knowledge of the petitioner before he filed the election peti 
tion and also to the pleadings of the parties. At this stage, 
I would refer to the statement of the petitioner as P.W. 102, 
and particularly to the following passage : — 

“I knew (hat an offer of gun licenses to electors is 
a corrupt practice. I made no specific written 
complaint against the Chief Minister that he was 
offering illegal gratification to electors by offering 
gun licenses. For the first time this allegation was 
made in the election petition and the reason is that 
1 had to examine the record." 


In the election petition, in paragraphs 19 and 20, the 
allegation regarding the corrupt practice of inducing the 
electors to vote for the returned candidate by the grant of 
gun licences in Muklsar and Cliddcrbaha constituencies and 
throughout Faridkot have been made. This allegation has 
been made in two paragraphs because two Sub-Divisional 
Officers are concerned in the matter of the grant of gun 
licenses, namely Shri R. D. Sayal and Shri O. P, Garg. 
Paragraph 19 relates to Shri Sayal and paragraph 20 to 
Shri Garg. 1 have thought it fit to reproduce the relevant 
parts of these paragraphs side-by-side for facility of 
r eference : — 

E.P. 1 of 1971 

Paragraph 19 Paragraph 20 


(ii) The relevant facts are that 
S. Gurdas Singh Baclal and 
S. Parkash Singh Badal had 
contrivod to offer ami grant 
gratification to the elec- 
tors in the constituency by 
grant of gun licenses to the 
electors in the constituency 
in the months of January, 
February and March, 1971, 
with a view to directly or 
indirectly induce the elec- 
tors to vote for the candi- 
date, S. Gurdas Singh Badal. 
The licenses were granted 
to the electors in the consti- 
tuency within the police 
station Larnbi, Mnktsar, 
Malout and Gidderbaba, 


(ii) The issue of the gun 
licenses in the stated consti- 
tuency purports to be under 
the authority of Sub Divi- 
sional Magistrate Shri O.P 
Garg who had submissively 
complied the orders and 
directions of the Chief 
Minister though ho was 
fully aware of the intention 
and the purpose of grant of 
licenses in such large »caic 
during the elections period. 

In all these cases the 
set procedure prescribed as 
a precautionary measure and 
same guard was completely 
ignored to offer and grant 
the gratification within tho 
relevant period at its earliest 
possible juncture. 


The licenses were granted 
to the electors on mere asking 
and on a promiso and on an 
expressed or implied promise 
of support to vote for the 
returned candidate. 


(hi) During the period Jan- (ill) It has been revealed now 


uary, February and March, 
1971, 3304 gun liccnsos have 
beon sanctioned and granted 
obviously as a bribo and 
gratification- The grant of 
licenses was directed by S. 
Parkash Singh Badal in pur- 
suance of the scheme deci- 
ded upon by S. Gurdas 
Singh Badal and S. Par- 
kash Singh Badal to win 
over the electors by gratifi- 
cation. The order direc- 
ting issue of gun licenses 
purports to be by Sub Divi- 
sional Magistrate Shri R.D. 
Sayal who knowingly and 
submissively issued the same 
as a gratification to the elec- 
tors. The electors received 
the benefit as a gratification 
and as a motive or reward 
for voting or attempting to 
induce tho electors to vote 
for the returned candidate. 

(iv) It is significant that Shri 
R.p. Sayal had been ap- 
pointed and had acted as a 
Returning Officer for Mukt- 
sar and Gidderbaha consti- 
tuencies while he had and 
was furthering the prospects 
of election of the returned 
candidate by grant of gratifi- 
cation aforesaid to induce 
the electors to vote for tho 
returned candidate. 


that during tho preceding 
year from 6th of January, 
1972 to 30th of December 

1970, only 145 licenses were 
issued throughout Faridkot, 
the serial number of licenses 
being 429 to 573. Compared 
to this dining the relevant 
period 1st of February, 

1971, to 18th of April, 1971, 
the serial number of gun 
licenses issued has risen 
from 584 to 1068. A 
total number of 485 licenses 
were either issued or direc- 
ted to be issued during the 
relevant period. 


iv) The grant of gun licenses 
indiscriminately on mere 
asking during the election 
period was solely a gratifi- 
cation given and received for 
the purpose specified in sec- 
tion 123 which constitutes 
corrupt practioo. 


(v) It is significant that Shri 
Garg tho Sub Divisional 
Magistrate had been appoin- 
ted and acted as an Assistant 
Returning Officer of Farid- 
kot a segment of the consti- 
tuency. He is a Magistrate 
and a Gazetted Officer. His 
assistance was procured by 
S. Parkash Singh Badal and 
S, Gurdas Singh Badal to 
further tho prospects of the 
candidate's election by 
grant of gun licenses to tho 
olectors in obedience to tho 
wishes of S. Parkash Singh 
Badal and 8. Gurdas Singh 
Badal. 

In the written statement filed by the returned candidate, 
the allegations in these paragraphs were denied and it was 
also pleaded that the allegations were vague and indefinite. In 
the replications filed on 21st July, 1971, it was averred 
that definite instructions were conveyed with the said pur- 
pose, namely that gun licenses be granted to the electors 
to procure their votes and it was specifically pleaded that 
the gun-licenses were not granted by the officers concerned 
on their own volition. It was also alleged that the Chief 
Minister and the Ministers had passed ordcrn on the appli- 
cations for the grant of gun licenses submitted by the elec- 
tors in this constituency and Shri O. P, Garg submissively 
complied with the same. Orders for better particulars were 
passed on 1 9th November, 1971. The further and better 
particulars dated 1 9th lanuary, 1972, were filed by the 
petitioner on 22nd January, 1972. It is significant that 
neither in the petition nor in the statement of further and 
better particulars any mention was made of the meetings 
held by the Chief Minister in Ihe villages Kaunl, Doda, 
Chhano and Alamwala, wherein, in his speeches, the Chief 
Minister entered into a bargain with the electors for the 
purpose of securing votes for his brother by offering the 
inducement by way of grant of gun licenses. This matter 
assumes greater importance because the petitioner as P.W. 102 


64 C. of 1/73—2 
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has categorically stated that he was piescnt in these meet- 
incs and in hiy presence the Chief Minislci made the afore- 
said offer to the electors. These offers weic made befoie 
the poll. When the witnesses weic examined to depose 
about these meetings, their testimony was objected to by 
the learned counsel lor the i chained candidate on the 
ground that there was no mention regarding such meetings 
in the election petition and no particulars thereof had been 
mentioned, and I recorded a note that this objection will 
be settled at the time of aiguinents. I have brought this 
fact in the fore front lor the simple leason that 
what is to be tried are the allegations in the petition and 
no evidence can be looked at to piovc allegations which 
have not been made nr the petition. In this connection, 
jeference may be made to Shivuiniuthy Svviiml Inanxlnr v. 

A gad! Sanganna Andanappa, 197113) Supreme Comt Cases 
870, where it was held 

“In addition to the circumstance that there is material 
difference between the ease pleaded and . that 
sought to be proved, the appellants' case is fui- 
ther weakened by the fact that in their pleadings, 
none of the tiecessmy pailieulars of the grounds 
alleged weic given. Neither the dates and time 
on which the public meetings were held not 
the places where Ihosc meetings were held weic 
mentioned therein. Therefore, it would have been 
extremely difficult for the icturncd candidates to 
rebut the evidence adduced on behalf of the ap- 
pellants. The learned counsel for the appellants 
Is right when he contends that the mere absence 
of the particulars of the giounds alleged is not 
sufficient to dismiss the election petition but that 
undoubtedly is a circumstance to be borne In 
mind while appreciating the evidence adduced. 
That ciictimstancc goes to indicate that allegations 
were made in the election petitions without ascertain- 
ing facts and (hereafter evidence was gathered to 
support those allegations. A wide net appears (o 
have been cust in the election petitions and the 
details tried to be supplied by the evidence of 
obliging witnesses. Under these ciicumstauces we 
agree with the Trial Court that no value can be 
attached to the evidence adduced to show that 
the returned candidates had conti avened Section 
123(31." 

See also Dev Raj A ruin d v. Bhagwandus, AIR 1971 SC. 
241, wherein it was observed: — 

“In our judgment the effect of the simile of the help 
given by the Guru to Makhan Shah must be 
ruled out of consideration. It found no men- 
tion in the pleadings in which the case was founded 
primarily on a bargain having been effected be- 
tween respondent No. 1 and the Sikh voters, . . 

It Is also significant to mention that regarding the meet- 
ings in the aforesaid villages only one witness of each 
meetings has been examined and their testimony suffers 
from the same defect as was pointed out by their Lordships 
In Nihal Singh v. Rao Blrendra Singh, 1970(3) Supreme 
Court Cases 239. In this connection reference may be 
made to the following passage in the judgment of the. 
Supreme Court : — 

"On this point, reliance was also placed by learned 
counsel on the evidence of ten witnesses who 
stated that this poster was distributed in the pre- 
sence of respondent No. 1 at various meetings 
in the various villages by hfs workers. He urged 
that there was no sufficient ground for disbeliev- 
ing tho evidence of these witnesses. It is signi- 
ficant to note that no two of these ten witnesses 
sneak of distribution at one and the same meeting. 
Each one of them has come to depose for a 
different meeting, so that it was not possible for 
the counsel for respondent No. 1 to cross-examine 
these witnesses and establish by eliciting contra- 
dictions that they were not speaking the truth. It 
h true that some of these witnesses were Sarpan- 
ches or Ranches in villages : but, at the same 
time, quite a number of them weie Congicssmen 
or supporters of the Congress Party which gave 
the ticket to the appellant for this election. Res- 
pondent No. 1 and his witnesses who are alleged 


to have distributed this poster at these meetings 
have appeared in the witness-box and denied that 
ihcic was any such distribution by them. To 
piovc the negative circumstance that this poster 
was not distributed, no othei evidence could have 
been given by lcspondent No. i except by examin- 
ing witnesses who weie alleged to have been pre- 
sent and to have taken part in the distribution. 
The bidden lay on the appellant to prove that 
such distribution took place, and the evidence given 
by examining one witness fiom each village for 
each sepat ate meeting, in these circumstances, 
cannot be consideied to be reliable enough to dis- 
charge that burden ot pi oof. Consequently, we 
agree with the finding of the High Court that 
the printing, publication and distribution of poster 
Ext. P W. 20/1 before ihe date of polling is not 
proved at all and no question arises of any such 
act having been done with the consent of respon- 
dent No. 1." 

The allegations in pamgraphs 19 and 20 of the petition 
are similar, For this leason, 1 only advert to paiagraph 
19. It is stated 

(a) That the two Badal hrolheis contrived to offer and 

grant giatiflcntion to the electors in the constitu- 
ency by grant of gum licenses to them in the 
months of January, February and March, 1971, 
with a view to diiect or indirectly induce the 
electors to vote foi the returned candidate, 

(b) that In the months of January, February and March, 

1971, 3304 gun licenses have been sanctioned and 
granted obviously as a bribe and gratification. The 
grant of licenses was directed by S. Parkash Singh 
Badal In pursuance of the scheme decided upon 
by S Gurdns .Singh Badal and S. Parkash Singh 
Badal to win over the eleetois by gratification, and 

(c) that the order diiccting issue of gun licenses pur- 

ports to be by the Sub Divisional Magistrate Shri 
R. D. Sayal who knowingly and submissively 

issued the same as a gratification to the electors. 
The electors received the benefit as a gratifica- 
tion and as a motive or reward for voting or 
attempting to induce the electors to vote for the 
returned candidate. 

tl will appear front what has been stated above that 
tlteie is no mention in Ihe petition that the Chief Minister 
had enteicd into any bargain with the eleetois in this matter. 
To put at the highest, what has been stated is that the 
gun licenses were issued at the instance of the Chief Minister 
by way of on offer or promise which amount to bribery 

within the meaning of section 123(1) of the Act. In fact, 
the entire scheme was a result of conspiracy or contrivance 
between the two Badal brothers on one hand and the Sub- 

Divisiomil Magistrates on (he other. It is 

not disputed, that any offer or promise 

by a candidate oi his agent of any gratification to any 

pei son with the object of directly or indirectly inducing an 
elector to vote oi refrain fiom voting or as a reward to 
an elector for having voted or refrained from voting falls 
within the ambit of term “bribery” as used in section 123(1) 
d the Act. Mr. Sibal went further and stated that he 

does not dispute that Shri Parkash Singh Badal was acting 
as an agent of his brother, but he seriously and vehemently 
urged that there is no evidence either ^of an offer or pro- 
mise by the Chief Minister to the electors. He 
further uiged that there is no evidence whatever of any 
conspiracy or contrivance between the two Badal brothcis 
and the Sub-Divisionnl Magistrates, 

What has been stated above equally applies to allega- 
tions made in paragraph 20 of the petition. 

No doubt it is an unusual feature in this case that for 
the corresponding period in the pievious year, i.e., 1970, 
a very small number of gun licenses was granted in the 
constituency whereas for the same period in the 
year 1971, a very large number of licenses have been 
granted. However, one cannot run away from the fact 
that these licenses must have been granted at the instance 
of the Chief Minister, but from this inference one cannot 
jump to the conclusion that they were granted by reason 
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of any promise or oiler to induce the electors to vote for 
his brother, though this may be the motive. This is a 

matter which had to be established by cogent and clear 
evidence, particularly when allegations of corrupt practice in 
an election petition amount to an accusation which is akin 

to a charge of offence. In Ghasi Ram v. Dal Singh, AIR 

1968 S.C. 1191, their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
observed ;■ — 

'The law tequites that a corrupt practice involving 
bribery must be fully established. The evidence 
must show clearly that the promise or gift directly 
or indirectly was made to an elector to vote or 
reftain fiom voting at an election, The proof 
required to establish a corrupt practice must bo 
almost of the character required to establish a 

criminal chaige.” 

One also cannot run away fiom the inference that a party 
In power and particularly a Chief Minister _ can and often 
do misuse their position to lilt the scales in favour of a 
candidate supported by that party. It is also not a proper 
1 'iacticc to liberally satisfy the common human desire to 
possess arms at a time when the machinery of elections is 
set in motion. The grant of licenses at this juncture docs 
unduly create an image in iuvour of the ruling party and 
does mar the prospects of a fair election. However, the 
question still remains whether on meie conjectures there 
would be justification to conic to the conclusion that the 
grant of gun licenses amounts to bribety within the mean- 
ing of section 123(1). it would be so if either there was 
a gift of a gun license or an offer of a gun license or a 
piomise of a gun license to an elector to induce him to 
vote or refiain fiom voting, but if on evidences these matters 
cannot he established, it will be wholly unsafe to find for 
the petitioner on mere conjectures and surmises which. In 
the circumstances of this case, cannot be said to be wholly 
without foundation. 

Advciting to the election petition ,it is cleat that theie 
is no allegation therein that there was any bargain between 
the lelutned candidate and the electors whereby they were 
to vote foi him in lieu of the gun licenses granted to them, 
it is also cleat that there is no allegation that there was 
any arrangement between the returned candidate and the 
Sub-Divisional Magistiates on one hand and the electors 
on the other, 'lhcic is no allegation in the petition that 
any promise or offer was made in the matter of giant of 
gun licenses either by the Chief Minister or his brother 
or the two Sub-Divisional Magistrates. What is stated is 
that the gun licenses in large number were issued in the 
constituency during the months of Januaty, Febtuury and 
March, 1971, and this was done with a view to directly 
or indirectly induce the electors to vole for the returned 
candidate. All this was done as a testilt of a conspiracy 
or contrivance between the two Badnl brothcis and the two 
Sub Divisional Magistrates. 

At this stage, I may also refer to the complaints that 
were made by the petitioner from time to time, The 
earliest of the said complaints in Exhibit P.W. 2/11 dated 
20th of February, 1971. This complaint was made to 
the Chief Election Commissioner, New Delhi, and there is 
no mention of the issue of gun licenses. Exhibit P,W. 2/13 
is the next complaint made on 27(h February, 1971. This 
complaint was made to the Chief Election Commissioner, 
and there is no complaint tegarding gun licenses. F.xhibit 
P.W, 2/12 is the next complaint to the Chief Election Com- 
missioner doted 28th Februray, 1971, wherein mention Is 
made of all sorts of unusual piacticcs but thcic is no men- 
tion that the Chief Minister was offering inducement to the 
electors by the grant of gun licenses. Two complaints. 
Exhibits P.W. 2/31 and P.W. 2/26 were made to the Chief 
Election Commissioner and the Deputy Election Commis- 
sioner. They ate word for wotd the same. These com- 
plaints vveie made on the 7th March. 1971, and no mention 
was made about the grant of gun licenses. On the 8th of 
March, 1971, after the poll was over, a complaint Exhibit 
P.W. 2/27 was made to the Chief Election Commissioner. 
In this again, there is no complaint about (he giant of gun 
licenses. The last complaint is again dated 8th March, 1971, 
but _ was handed over personally on 13th March, 1971 
(Exhibit P.W. 2/32). This is a very comprehensive docu- 
ment and the complaint was handed over after Ihc result 
was declared. By this time the petitioner knew about the 


indiscriminate grant of gun licenses and yet no complaint 
was made on this score. As a matter of fact, the petitioner 
has gone very much further in his statement where he ad- 
mitted that he had personal knowledge about the grant of 
gun licenses but while verifying paragraphs 19 and 20 of 
the petition, he stated that the allegations made therein 
are correct on the basis of information received from 
Gurmeet Singh and Mukhtiar Singh respectively, whereas 
in his affidavit filed with the petition, in paragraph 1(a) he 
has stated that the statements made in paragraphs 19 and 20 
regarding the commission of coirupt practice of “birberv 
are true to my knowledge and information received and 
believed by me to be tine”. But it is noteworthy that it 
has not been mentioned which part of the information is 
believed to be true from knowledge and which part from 
information received as required by Chapter IV-GG, tulc 12 
of the High Corn t Rules and Orders, Volume V. It may 
be useful at this sta^c to refer to the observations of the 
Supreme Court in this behalf in Virendra Kumar Suklerhn 
v.Jttgjlvan and others, 1972(1) Supreme Court Cases 826, 
which are to the following effect : — 

“The respondent filed an affidavit along with the election 
petilion. The affidavit did not disclose the source 
of information in respect of the speeches alleged 
to have been made by the appellant, Section 83 
of the Act requires an affidavit in the prescribed 
foim in support of allegations of corrupt practice, 
Rule 94-A of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, 
requires an affidavit to be in Form No. 25. Form 
No. 25 requites the deponent to state which state- 
ments are "tme to knowledge and which statements 
are tme to information. Under section 87 of the 
Act evety election petition shall be tried by the 
High Court as nearly as may be in accordance 
with the procedure applicable under the Code of 
Civil Procedutc to the trial of suits. Under section 
102 of the Code High Court may make rules regu- 
lating their own procedure and the procedure of 
the Civil Courts subject to their supervision and 
may by such rules vaty, alter or add to any of 
the rules in the First Schedule to the Code ” 

It is also very significant that Gurmit Singh P.W. 32 and 
Mukhtiar Singh P.W. 34 do not state anything about gun 
licenses. While dealing With this part of the case, it will 
be essential to keep in view the following observations of 
the Supreme Court in Snklecha's case : 

"The non-disclosure of grounds or sources of infor- 
mation in a election petition which is to be filed 
within forty-five days fiom the date of election 
of the returned candidate, will have to be scruti- 
nised fiom two points of view. The non-cliscl osuie 
of the grounds will indicate that the election peti- 
tionei did not come foiward with the sources of 
information at the first opportunity. The real 
importance of setting out the sources of infor- 
mation at the time of (he presentation of the 
petition is to give the other side notice of the 
contemporaneous evidence on which the election 
petition is based. That will give an opportunity 
to the other side to test the genuineness and vera- 
city of the soui ccs of information. The other 
point ot view is that the election petitioner will 
not be able to make any departure from the sources 
or grounds, if there is any embellishment of the 
case it will be discovered.” 

With this background, T proceed to examine the conten- 
tions of the learned counsel for (he petitioner on this pail 
of the else. Mr Sen, who represented the petitioner, argued 
that in January, February and March. 1970, the total number 
of licenses granted in Faridkot, Gidderbaha, Maloilt, Lambi 
and Muktsar segments of the constituency, was not more 
than 256 He referred to Exhibits P.W. 68/Af. P.W. 65/A5. 
P.W. 65/A3, P.W. 65/A4 and P.W. A.l. Whereas, for the year 
1971 in these segments more than about 4000 gun licenses 
were granted. lie further stressed the fact that he procedure 
for the grant of licences was also modified inasmuch as the 
applications for the grant of gun licenses were not to be 
routed through the Senior Superintendent of Police. The 
procedure for the grant of gun licenses is that the applica- 
tion is made to the Sub-Divisional Magistiate The Sub- 
Divisional Magistrate sends that .-triplication for verification 
of the antecedents of the applicant to the Senior Superin- 
tendent of Police, who then sends it to the D.S.P., who 
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sends it to the Station House Officer. After the verifica- 
tion Is made, it is routed buck to the Sub-Divisional Magis- 
trate through the same channel. By order Exhibit R.W. 
24/3 dated 29-1-1971, it was not necessary to route the 
applications through the Senior Superintendent of Police. 
This order was later on withdrawn by Exhibit R.W. 24/2 
dated 12-7-1971. From this and the grant of a large num- 
ber of gun licenses it is sought to be concluded that there 
was a design to secure the votes for the returned candidate 
in which the two Sub-Divisional Magistrates and the Chief 
Minister were involved. The gun licenses were issued by 
way of inducement to secure votes. 

Mr. Sibal, learned counsel for the lelurncd candidate, on 
the other hand, contends that the case set up in the peti- 
tion is not established. There is no evidence of any cons 
piracy or design as is alleged, and that the gun licenses 
were issued according to the normal procedure prescribed 
and as admitted by the two officers they were issued at 
their volition. They were not pressurised by the Chief 
Minister to do so. He further maintains that there is no 
evidence that there was a bargain between the Chief 
Minister or the two officers concerned with the elector that 
In lieu of the gun license he will vote for the returned 
candidate. 'I ho learned counsel urges that none of the 
licenses, excepting F.W. 95 Ujagar Singh, has appeared in 
the witness-box. Ujagar Singh stated that he made a 
request for a gun license and got one. He, however, did 
not produce that license in Court. He does not state that 
he got the gun license in lieu of a promise to vote for the 
returned candidate. Therefore, the contention is that evi- 
dence is of no use, particularly when this fact is not dis- 
puted that a large number of gun licenses were issued dur- 
ing the period of election. 

Now, I proceed to examine the evidence led on this part 
of the case. The fact that gun licenses were issued is not 
disputed. The only question to be seen is whether there 
was any bargain between the returned candidate or his 
agent Shri Parkash Singh Badal in this behalf or there was 
any offer or promise ot conspiracy to do. so, as is sug- 
gested in paragraphs 19 and 20 of the petition ? 

P.W. 22 Gurnck Singh belongs to village Samagh. He 
talks about the gathering in his \illage where the Chief 
Minister is alleged to have made a promise that if the people 
helped him he would help them. He also went on to 

state that the electors were also threatened. He then men- 
tioned about the issue of gun licenses to Bachan Singh, 

Ajaib Singh aud Fartap Singh. Ajaib Singh, his real brother, 
also got a gun license. He did not mention about this 
meeting to the petitioner. He mentioned this to Balwant 
Singh. It is significant that no paiticulais about what he 
has deposed to were given in the election petition. Thcre- 
fore, his testimony cannot he looked at and even if his 
testimony is examined, it is nothifig but rvorthlcss and no 

reliance can be placed cn it. He does not establish that 

there was any bargain between the Chief Minister and the 
electors or any promise was held out in the matter of 
grant of gun licenses. Ajaib Singh has not been produced. 

P.W. 39 Avtar Singh belongs to village flhagsar. He 
states that in a meeting addressed by (lie Chief Minister on 
13th February, 1971, in the village, he canvassed for his 
brother, aud stated that any vote polled for his bi other 
would be a vote for him, Gurdev Singh was granted a 
gun license after the visit of the Chief Minister. According 
to him, Gurdev Singh had told the Chief Minister that lie 
had applied for a gun license a year ago but that license 
had not been issued to him. The Sub-Divisional Magistrate 
was with the Chief Minister who was asked to issue the 
license within 4 or 5 days. The license was actually re- 
ceived by him 3 or 4 days before the poll. His statement 
was objected to by the counsel for the returned candidate 
and rightly so. Tt cannot be read in evidence because nu 
particulars of any meeting, much less the meeting of 13th 
February, 1971, have been relidd upon in the petition. He 
also mentions of the grant of gun licenses to Bir Singh 
of Nandgarh, Hakanr Singh and Shamsher Singh of Ruhrian- 
wala, Tara Singh of village Gandar, Gurdip Singh of Chat 
Sherewala and Guranditta Singh of T.akhanwali. The gun 
licenses were granted to get support for the A kali candidate 
and they were got granted by the returned candidate. In 
cross-examination he admitted that he was. a true. Congress 
worker. The maximum he goes to state is (hat if he was 
to work for the Akali candidate he would have also got a 
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license. He has no knowledge who got licenses in the yeat 
1972 in these villages. He was helping the Congress candi- 
date. The very leading of his testimony discloses that, no 
reliance can be placed on him. Ele is an omnibus witness. 
It is also worthy of note that none of the licensees men- 
tioned by him has been produced. He does not state that 
anv offer or promise was made by the Chief Minister to 
the electoi s in the matter of grant of gun licenses. 

P.W. 40 Raghbir Chand staled that he took Sewa Singh 
to the Muktsar Rest House where the Chief Minister was 
staying because Scwa Singh had applied for a gun license 
which had not been issued to him. The Chief Minister 
called Mr. Sayal and asked him to grant the license and 
ho was granted the license, His testimony was also ob- 
jected to on the same ground as that of P.W. 22 Guinek 
Singh and has to be rejected. In cross-examination, he 
stated that he helped Shri Parkash Singh Badal. He had 
no talk about firearm licenses with Shri Iqbal Singh. He 
only got the license issued to Sewn Singh whose application 
was already pending. He belongs to the Congress party. 
He even does not know who got the gun licenses. On his 
own showing, 1 cannot accept his testimony. Being a 
Congress-man, he will not support the Akali candidate. 
Moreover, he proves of no promise or bargain whereby the 
license was granted to secure a vote. No reliance can be 
placed on his testimony, and, in any case, it is of no assis- 
tance to the petitioner. 

PW. 42 Mohar Singh is an omnibus witness. He admitted 
that he was the seniormost Cohgress-man in the consti- 
tuency and is an ex-M.L.A. Therefore, he can afford to 
tell lies without any qualms of conscience. He stated 
that 

“The Chief Minister used his official position legiti- 

mately as well as illegitimately to win over tho 
electorate to his side. Mainly firearm licenses were 
promised or issued to secure votes for his brother, 
licenses were promised to the electors in different 
villages. I know some of them.” 

It is not necessary to deal with his testimony at length be- 
cause none of the persons to whom gun licenses were 
granted has come up to depose that he got it in pursuance 
of a promise or bargain with the Chief Minister to vote 
for his brother. He deposed that but for the gun licenses 
the persons to whom the licenses were granted would have 
voted for the Congress candidate. This is purely a matter 
of opinion. He has made this statement with regard to a 
number of villages and his evidence is more or less of a 
hearsay character. His testimony was also objected to on 
the same ground as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh and for 
that reason it cannot be relied upon. He was also a count- 
ing agent of the petitioner at Faridkot. It is curious that 
he does not mention any of these matters to the petitioner 
at Faridkot. It is curious that he does not mention any of 
these matters to the petitioner and only mentioned them to 
Mukhtiar Singh. Jn' cross-examination, he stated : "during 
the election period whatever was being done by the Chic? 
Minister I used to inform the petitioner about it”. His 
statement read as a whole docs not inspire confidence and 
cannot be relied upon even if otherwise it can be looked at. 
He is a highly interested witness and his testimony cannot 
be relied upon also on that ground. 

P.W. 52 Surain Singh has enmity with the returned can- 
didate. His statement thus has not much value. Hi? testi- 
mony is to be rejected on the same ground as that of P.W. 
22 Gurnck Singh and P.W. 39 Avtar Singh. No mention 
is made of any bargain with any elector. He in a general 
way mentions about the grunt of gun licenses to a few 
persons who w'ere present in tho meeting when the Chief 
Minister was supposed to have said that “he had come to 
canvass votes for his brother who was standing for the 
Parliamentary scat and that he would help them if they 
helped him. The villagers said that the Chief Minister was 
welcome and at his instance the villagers will help his 
brother.” Moreover, he is a highly interested witness. This 
is apparent from the last lines in his cross-examination which 
arc to the following effect : — 

"I did my best to see that the petitioner should win, 
because I am a Congress worker.” 
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P.W, 53 Inder Singh Bedi does not give any direct evi- 
dence either about the conspiracy or the allegation of 
bribery by way of grant of gun licenses. His testimony has 
also to be rejected on the other ground that the particulars 
about which he has mentioned are not stated in the peti- 
tion. 

P.W. 54 Inder Singh of village Machaki Kalan stated that 
the Chief Minister came to his village during the last Parlia- 
mentary election 8 or 10 days before the poll, The Chief 
Minister addressed the gathering and exhorted for votes. 
Thereafter, he stated that : — 

“There were many Zamindars who requested for gun 
licenses. I only remember the name of one, i.e., 
Mehnga Singh son of Kishan Singh, who is an 
elector in the village. The Chief Minister direct- 
ed the S.D.M. to issue him a firearm license. 1 
know that he got the license.” 

He admitted that he is a Congress-man and was supporting 
the petitioner. It is apparent from his statement that he 
does not refer to any promise held out by the Chief Minister 
in the matter of gun licenses whereas he is specific about 
such a promise legarding the Dharamshalas. He is an 
interested witness and his testimc/iy cannot be taken at Its 
face value. Moreover, his evidence suffers from the same 
Infirmity as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh inasmuch as the 
particulars regarding the meeting were not mentioned in 
the election petition. 

P.W. 55 Malkiat Singh of village Chhatiana also deposes 
to four or five visits of _ the Chief Minister to the village, 
but in two visits the Chief Minister addressed the villagers 
in meetings that were arranged for the purpose, the first 
meeting was 20 or 22 days before the poll. In this gather- 
ing, according to the witness, the “Zamindars asked for fire- 
arm licenses. 25/30 persons in the village got firearm 
licenses, Balbir Singh, Gobind Singh, Rulja Singh, Kartar 
Singh, Keekar Singh made demands for the gun licenses. 
The Chief Minister asked the Sub-Divisional Magistrate to 
note down the names of these persons. All these persons 
got gun licenses, All these persons are electors in the 
village.” In cross-examination, he stated that whenever the 
Chief Minister came to the village the entire village would 
collect. He did not note down the names of persons who 
demanded the firearm licenses, nor did he give m writing to 
his election camp that demands had been made by the 
villagers for gun licenses from the Chief Minister, nor did 
ho mention this fact to the election office of the petitioner 
or mentioned it to anyone, He, however, volunteered that 
in the evening he conveyed this fact to S. Balwuut Singh. 
He has not deposed to the second meeting. It is signifi- 
cant that this witness was cited for proving of casting of 
spurious votes at Galjewali polling station. Moreover, he 
does not depose to any promise held out by the Chief 
Minister. A demand was made from the Chief Minister 
and he acceded to that demand. His testimony Is not 
«uch that any implicit reliance can be placed on it. 

P.W. 56 Avtar Singh, a member of the village Panchayal 
of Phullewala, deposed that the Chief Minister came to 
the village and a meeting was hold. He addressed the 
gathering and canvassed that votes be polled ft>r his brother. 
According to the witness, the Chief Minister "stated that if 
there was any difficulty or firearms licenses are to be ob- 
tained or the canal water outlet had to be widened, he 
should be approached. Five or six persons stood up. Their 
names were Gurdev Singh, Guranditta, Hakam Singh and 
Kela Singh. They prayed that they should be granted fire- 
arm licenses. The Chief Minister asked them whether they 
had the written applications with them, They said that 
they had. These applications were taken by the Chief 
Minister and handed over to the S.D.O. These persons 
got, firearm licenses. They got the licenses before the poll. 
These persons are electors in the constituency.” He admit- 
ted in cross-examination that in the Assembly election he 
helped the Congress candidate against Shrl Farkash Singh 
Badal. It is significant that he does not depose that any 
promise was held out by the Chief Minister. All (hat he 
states is that the villagers asked for gun licenses and their 
applications were handed over by the Chief Minister to 
the Sub-Divisional Magistrate for that purpose, Moreover, 
ho is interested in the petitioner and is in the opposite 
camp. 


P.W. 60 Hari Singh of village Singawula stated that 15 
or 20 days before the poll the Chief Minister came 
to the village and deliverer! a speech in a meeting 

wherein he stated that “if anybody has any work 
he should mention it and it will be done. He also 

stated that the votes should also be polled for him. The 
villagers who were in need of firearm licenses, asked for 
them. Twenty or twenty-five persons asked for firearm 
licenses. 1 know only the names of two or three persons. 
They are Gura Singh, Jagdcv Singh and Chand Singh. The 
Chief Minister asked the S. D. O. to give them licenses. I 
do not know if all of them got the licenses but I know 
that these two or three persons got the licenses before the 
polling. These persons the voters in the village”. In 
cross-examination, he admitted that he was helping the re- 
turned condidate and in the next breath he stutea that he 
was issuing identification slips on behalf of the petitioner. 
His testimony suffers from the same defect as that of P. W. 22 
Gurnek Singh inasmuch as the particulars of the meeting are 
not specified in the election petition and he is the only wit- 
ness who deposes as to this meeting. 

I*. W. 65 Shri R. L, Sayal categorically stated that he did 
not issue gun licenses at the instance of the Chief Minister 
or at the instance of his brother, and so also at the instance 
of Pannn Lai or Major Bhupinder Singh Mann. He, however 
made a fantastic statement regarding the words “OS”, “B”, 
“M” and "HS” on the applications. It is highly unbecoming 
of an officer in a responsible position to have tried to wriggle 
out from an awkward situtation by having recourse to a false 
explanation. There can be no two opinions that he was out 
to help the returned candidate because he was the brother 
of the Chief Minister. The least that could be expected of 
him was that he should not have sided with one or the 
other parly, but in view of the pressure and pulls that the 
politicians exercise in this country, only an officer who has 
some courage and is prepared to gear the brunt of their 
wrath can stand up and rise to the occasion. It is for this 
reason that the administration is suffering and all sorts of mal- 
practices are rampant. However, the fact remains that even 
when Shri Parkash Singh Badal has ceased to be a Chief 
Minister this witness had not the courage to make a straight- 
forward and an honest statement. Rightly or wrongly, he 
was a party to the grant of a large number of firearm licenses 
during the election period obviously to give an edge to the 
brother of the Chief Minister over the rival candidate. The 
witness, however, maintained that the licenses were granted 
on the basis of number of applications which were recommend- 
ed by the police. He also maintained that if the application 
was recommended by the police, a license was granted us a 
matter of course. He denied that he granted licenses at the 
instance of the Chief Minister. His explanation for the li- 
censes granted without a police report was that they were 
granted to persons who were already license-holders or who 
were personally known to him or were Government servants. 
This witness made no bones about the fact that some of the 
persons whom he granted gun licenses were electors but he did 
not realise that by doing so he was bettering the prospects of 
the returned candidate. When cross-examined by the counsel 
for the returned candidate, the witness stated : — 

“In my official capacity as S. D M,, I have gone with 
the Chief Minister in a public meeting but 1 have 
not gone in a public meeting to which the Chief 
Minister may have gone in connection with the 
election of his brother, The Chief Minister in my 
resence did not ask the audience to take firearm 
censes and vote for his brother, He did not take 
applications in any public meeting from the audience 
and handed them over to me for issuing the gun 
licenses. I issued licenses to those persons who 

according to the rules and regulations were entitled 
to them or deserved them. One of the methods to 
satisfy myself was to ask for a police report. The 
Chief Minister or his brother- — the returned candidate 
never asked me to help him in the Parliamentary 
election. I did not work with the intention or know- 
ledge of furthering the returned candidate's prospects 
in the election, I never approached any citizen in 
this behalf or asked them to vote for the returned can- 
didate. I asked nobody to help the returned candi- 
date. 1 approached no one to desist from helping the 
petitioner ... In spite of the fact that the appli- 
cation Exhibit P. I. 651455 had been recommended 
by Shri Badal, the then Development Minister, I 
still forwarded it for police for verification because 
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1 did not know the man personally. This was done 
in accordance with the rule and my own practice. 
The applications of those who have licenses were 
not sent to the police for verification.” 


P.W. 68 Shri O. P. Garg, who was Sub-Divisional Magis- 
tiute, Earidkot at the relevant time, made a very fair and frank 
statement and 1 have no reason to doubt the veracity of his 
testimony. The relevant parts of his statement on this part 
of the case aro reproduced below 

“During the Chief Minister's tour when he used to re- 
ceive applications for gun licenses, he passed them 
on to me and on those applications which he passed 

on to me 1 recorded the word ‘C.M’ 1 have 

no particular relationship with Gurdas Singh Badal. 
These applications for firearm licenses were not 
sanctioned on the behest of the Chief Minister. 
Whenever the Chief Minister handed over the appli- 
cations to me, he merely directed me to deal with 
them and issue the licenses." 

The witness refuted the suggestion that he grunted the gun 
licenses to favour the returned candidate in the election. He 
also stated that even if the Chief Minister asked him to issue 
a gun license he could refuse it. There are number of appli- 
cations for gun licenses which wer not granted. In cross- 
examination, the witness stated : — 

“My service is protected by the Constitution. 1 am now 
prepared to do anything against my conscience to 
protect my service. 1 did not go with the Chief 
Minister as his agent but went with him to see law 
and order problems. It was not essential for me to 
go with him. In fact i was going early or late as 
well. Whenever applications for firearms came to 
me, I forwarded the same to the police for report 
for verification of the antecedents of the applicants. 
If the police report was favourable 1 invariably 
granted the licenses. If I was personally satisfied 
about the antecedents of a person 1 would grant 
the license even without a polico report. The Chief 
Minister made no recommendation to me about the 
applicants. I followed the same routine irrespec- 
tive of the fact that the applications were handed 
over to me by the Chief Minister. If as a conse- 
quence of the police report on an application handed 
over to mo by the Chief Minister the antecedents of 
the applicant were not good, I would not grant li- 
cense". 

To the following Court question the witness gave the answci 
recorded below it : — 

"Court Question : Can you give me any explanation for 
writing the word ‘Badal’ or ‘C. M.’ on the appli- 
cation V 

Answer : The only explanation that 1 can give is that 
these applications could be dealt with more expedi- 
tiously,” 

P. W. 85 Shrl Radha Krishan, an Ex-Minister of Punjab, 
stated : — 

“Prayers were also made for the grant of gun licenses. 
The persons present said that it was difficult for them 
to get gun licenses and as they were the supporters 
of the Chief Minister he should help them, The 
Chief Minister directed the S.D.O. to take the appli- 
cations and grant the licenses To secure vote 

by offering gratification is a corrupt practice, in my 
opinion. I cannot state whether the offer by Shri 
Parkasli Singh Badal of Dharamshala to Harijans in 
my village amounts to a corrupt practice. It was a 
Cabinet decision in the year 1970-71 to give amounts 
for Harijans Dharamshalas. It was, however, the 
practice or the policy decision that an M.L.A. who 
gave a list of Harijans Dharamshalas of his area, 
they would be sanctioned.” 

It is clear from his statement that no promise was made by 
the Chief Minister in the matter of gun licenses to secure 
votes. 

P, W. 90 is Shri Gurpartap Singh Chadha, the oveiail in- 
charge of the election campaign of the petitioner, He is 


also interested in Ihe transport concern in which the petitioner 
or his family has share. This witness is more or less in the 
shoes of the petitioner. On his testimony alone, I am not 
prepared to leturn a finding in favour of the petitioner with 
regard to corrupt practices alleged in the petition. His testi- 
mony is highly interested. No promise or offer was made 
for gun licenses in his presence. 

P. W. 94 Bhag Singh of village Sadiq slated that the Chief 
Minister came to the village 10 or 12 days before the poll. 
In the gathering in the village, the Chief Minister said that 
they should pod their votes for his brother and he will issue 
iheni gun licenses. In cross-examination, he stated ;- — 

‘‘1 have seen the gun licenses. 1 saw those persons carry- 
ing their gun licenses. I could not read them.” 

I he testimony of this witness suffers from the same defect 
as that of P. W, 22 Gurnck Singh. There is no allegation 
of any such meeting in the petition, nor any particulars there 
of are mentioned, Mukhtiars Singh P. W. 34, to whom this 
witness mentioned about Ihe matters qua which he made his 
deposition in Court, does not say a word about this matter. 

P, W. 95 Ujugar Singh of village Sadiq stated that 15 or 
16 days before the poll the “Chief Minister addressed the 
gathering in the village and said that whatever work the 
villagers had they should tell him. The villagers should help 
his brother in getting elected and his success will be their 
success. Generally, requests were made for gun licenses. 
1 mude a request for a gun license. I goi a gun license. I 
am an elector in the village, f got the gun license one or two 
days before the poll. Jalaur Singh, Bilaur Singh, Iqbal Singh, 
Teja Singh Avtnr Singh, Piara Lai and some others made re- 
quests for gun licenses. All these persons made applications 
for gun licenses and handed them over to the Chief Minister 
who gave them to the S, D. M. All these applicants got 
the gun licenses. Some of them got the gun licenses 2 or 3 
days before the poll and others after the poll. All these per- 
sons arc electors in my village.” In cross-examination he 
admitted that he had not brought the gun license issued to 
him. He also admitted that he never made a mention about 
the visit of the Chief Minister and the grunt of the gun li- 
cense to Mukhtlar Singh P. W. or to the petitioner. It appears 
that his slory is a made-up one. I cannot believe, even if 
l were to accept his assertion that the Chief Minister visited 
the village and addressed the metting, that people 

were ready with applications for gun licenses when 

in tact nobody could predict us to what promise he was 
going to hold out. In the second place, his testimony suffers 
tiom the same defect as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh, 
Thus, no reliance can be placed on his evidence. 

P.W. 96 is Mohinder Singh of village Dod. According 
to him, he was present in the gathering which was addres- 
sed by Chief Minister, The Chief Minister asked the people 

that if they had any work he should be informed. The 

villagers asked for gun licenses. He admitted that he did 
not know that ■ any gun license was issued in the adjoin- 
ing village. In cross-examination he stated that : — - 

“I do not know who noted down the uames of the per- 
sons who asked for gun licenses. That very day 
applications were got thumb-marked from those per- 
sons who had asked for gun licenses and those 
applications were taken that very day. There was 
a man with the Chief Minister who filled those 
applications, The gun license forms were also 
with that man, I have seen the gun licenses 
issued to those persons. They got the gun licenses 
after ihe poll, that is after a week, 

J do not remember the date. I do not know if ihe 
applicants went for the verification of the appli- 
cations. These persons had not applied earlier for 
gun licenses, The applicants own land. All these 
three persons weie supporters of the Congress 
patty. , . . 

I am a supporter of the Congress." 

His statement also suffers from the same infirmity as that of 
P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh and the story given by him is highly 
impi obable. None of the persons from this village who got 
the gun licenses have been produced. 

P.W. 97 Jangir Singh of village Dhudi stated that the Chief 
Minister came to the village before the poll. He asked the 
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villagers to vote for his brother and whatever work the villa- 
gers had would be done. “A prayer was made for gun 
licences. Ganga Singh, Amir Singh, A.S.I., _ Sukhdcv Singh 
and Anup Singh made oral requests for gun licences and they 
were told that (hey will be given the licenses. These persons 
have got the gun licenses." He does not know whether they 
got the licenses It or 10 days before the poll or after the poll. 
In cross-examination, he admitted that tnere were many per- 
sons of the Congress party in the gathering. He also men- 
tioned that he saw the gun licenses and the guns with the 
licensees but could not tell who were the previous licensees 
and when they got the licenses. His testimony again suffers 
from the same defect as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh and 
no other person of the village has come to support his state- 
ment. Therefore, he could with impunity say whatever he 
wanted to say. It is also clear from his statement that no 
specific promise was held out in the matter of grant of gun 
licenses by the Chief Minister. This was like a demand 
made from a person in authority as usually people do in 
this country at any conceivable or opportune moment, 

P.W. 98 Mohinder Singh of village Harike Kalan, deposed 
that a meeting was held 20 or 25 days before the poll in the 
village which was addressed by the Chief Minister wherein 
the Chief Minister canvassed for his brother and asked the 
gathering to tell him if they needed any help. Out of the 
gathering some asked for gun licenses. Many people had 
applied Jor gun licenses Then he names the persons who got 
the gun licenses. The applications were handed over to the 
S.D.O. at the instance of the Chief Minister. According 
to him, the Chief Minister again came to the village 8 or 10 
days before the poll and gave the licenses to them. But those 
whom he could not, they were told that they will get the 
licenses. The persons named by him got the licenses on the 
second visit of the Chief Minister. In cross-examination, he 
stated that he did not mention about the visit of the Chief 
Minister to anyone and according to him, the news about 
the visit must have been carried by the Congressmen living 
in the village. His statement suffers from the same defect 
as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh. However, the learned 
counsel for the petitioner mainly emphasises the fact that 
Shyam Singh Sarpanch was granted a pistol license for .38 
bore pistol, while his gun license had been confiscated. When 
he applied for the license he was on bail. It is significant 
that no one except P.W. 95 Ujagar Singh, is a witness who 
got the license. So far as this witness Is concerned, he did 
not get a license nor did he apply for it. 

P.W. 102 is - the petitioner. He stated that he met the Chief 
Minister in village Kauni in Muktsar, after 25th or 26th of 
Tanuary, 1971, where the Chief Minister delivered a speech. In 
his speech the Chief Minister stated that votes should be 
polled for his brother and whatever assistance the villagers 
needed would be afforded to the them in the shape of canal 
outlets, gun licenses and Dharamshalas and other facilities 
from the Government. He further stated that people used 
to demand gun licences from Shri Parkash Singh Badal, 
Second time the petitioner met the Chief Minister in village 
Doda. This meeting was held in the beginning of February, 
1971. The Chief Minister was delivering his speech when 
the petitioner reached the village and similar assurances were 
given by him as in village Kauni. 'Die third time where the 
petitioner met Shri Parkash Singh Badal was in village Chanun 
in Lambi constituency, and a similar type of speech was 
delivered as in village Kauni. The fourth time the petltionei 
and Shri Badal met was at village Alamwela and similar 
demands were made by the villagers as at village Kauni. in 
cross-examination he stated that “between the 5th and the 
8th January, 1971. T came to know that the Chief Minister 
was offering gratification to the electors in the form of gun 
licenses.” He further stated that 

“I know that an offer of gun licenses to electors is a 
corrupt practice. I made no specific written com- 
plaint against the Chief Minister that ha was offering 
illegal gratification to electors by offering gun licenses, 
for the first time this allegation was made in the elec- 
tion petition and the reason is (hat I had to examine 
the record. My workers (old me before the poll 
that the Chief- Minister was distributing gun licenses 
front village to village ... In the Kauni meeting 
I heard the Chief Minister himself asking the gather- 
ing to give votes and take gun licenses. It nevei 
occurred to me to make a written complaint about 
this matter to any authority . . . Whatever I have 
deposed today I had made a mention of that to 


my counsel, , . I verified the petition after reading 

It The allegations made in para 19 of the 

petition are made on the basis of the information 
supplied by Gurmeet Singh and not from my per- 
sonal knowledge. . . In my affidavit of the corrupt 
practices. I have verified the allegations in para- 
graphs 19 to 24 . . . as true to my knowledge and 
information." 

It is significant that the petitioner did not give the parti- 
culars of these meetings where the promise for the grant 
o! gun licenses was made by the Chief Minister in the election 
petition in spite of the fact that he had personal knowledge 
about these matters. What really appears as that no promises 
were made. If promises were made, the petitioner who was 
off and on complaining to the Election Commissioner, would 
not have left this matter untouched in those complaints. It Is 
only when the petitioner was defeated and had decided to 
go In for an election petition the fact that large number of 
licenses were granted during the election period has come 
handy to set up the charge of corrupt practice of bribery. 
That is why the evidence has been led in such a way that 
its veracity cannot be tested in cross-examination. Only 
one witness from a village has been produced. It was open 
to the witness to say whatever he wanted without any fear of 
contradiction by another witness from the same village. The 
matter does not rest here. Whatever facts the petitioner knew, 
tie intimated to his counsel and, therefore, it is hard to 
believe that what transpired at the meetings to which the 
etitioner has now referred in his testimony, would not have 
een highlighted in the petition and the counsel would have 
Just ignored such a vital matter, particularly when the peti- 
tioner was aware that the grant of gun licenses was a corrupt 
practice. 

P.W. 103 Bhag Singh Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Mahik- 
pur talks of a meeting in village Dungar Khera where the 
Chief Minister is reported to have stated "that he was pre- 
pared to give any help that the villagers needed in the shape 
of gun licenses, water outlets, roads, electricity, Dharam- 
shulas etc,” He also made a similar statement regarding 
Situ Guno Zail and villages Jhumianwali and Rurianwah. 
In cross-examination, he admitted that whatever he saw tho 
mentioned to Ajit Singh, brother of Shri Iqbal Singh, but 
not to Shri Iqbal Singh. He is specific that whatever was 
done by the Chief Minister was wrong. He does not men- 
tion that any application for a gun license was made in his 
presence or any giln licence was issued. 

P.W. 104 Gurbachan Singh of Saddar Bazar, Muktsar 
stated that he was working for the petitioner in a number 
of villages. In village Bariwala, he found the Chief Minis- 
ter present and a meeting in progress where in the Chief 
Minister is reported to have said that if the villages required 
any assistance in the shape of bus service or in any other 
matter, he was prepared to held them. Tn village Sadar- 
wala, the Chief Minister is reported to have asked the vil- 
lagers if Hnyone had any work which could be done by him, 
or if they wanted any gun licenses. Two or three persons 
got up and said that they had already applied for licenses. 
The Chief Minister directed the S. D, M. to issue the licen- 
ses. Such a Singh, Makhan Singh and Kashmir Singh made 
demands for gun licenses. These persons got the gun licen- 
ses. The testimony of this witness suffers from tho same 
defact as that of P.W. 22 Gurnek Singh. The persons who 
got the gun license have not been produced. This witness 
is a Congress-man and was doing active work for the peti- 
tioner, He is an interested witness and much reliance can- 
not be placed on his testimony. 

The respondent has produced evidence in the negative. 
Tt is not necessary to discuss that evidence excepting the 
statement of Shri Prakash Singh Badal, R. W. 24. He was 
cited as a witness by the petitioner and was given up. The 
returned candidate has produced him os a witness, and he 
has been subjected to cross-examination by the petitioner. 
It is significant that whereas a large number of questions 
were put to him regarding Dharamshalas, not one question 
was put to him regarding any speech in any village where 
gun licenses were promised in lieu of votes. It is a very 
telling fact that upto 12th of March, 1971, no complaint 
regarding (he corrupt practice by way of grant of gun licen- 
ses was ever made, particularly when the petitioner knew of 
It. The matter docs not rest here. In tho petition, no alle- 
gation, as has been brought out in evidence, was made of 
any specific meetings w'hich were attended by the petitioner 
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and at which the Chief Minister made an offer or promise 
for the grant of gun licenses to the electors in order to 
secure their votes. There is no allegation in the petition 
that there was any bargain between the returned candidate 
and the electors, or the returned candidate and the two 
Government officers who issued the licenses. The only fact 
proved is that the gun licenses were granted by the officers.' 
No witness has stated that the gun licenses were granted by 
the officers by way of illegal gratification or they made any 
promise or offer to the electors. There is no evidence of 
any conspiracy between the two Badal brothers and the 
officers. Jn fact, no evidence of such a conspiracy has been 
led. There is no evidence that the licenses wore granted in 
lieu of promise of a vote. None of the witnesses has stated 
that he or the grantee got the gun license from the officer 
on the promise that he will vote for the returned candidate. 

So far ns the two official witnesses are concerned, namely 
Shri R. D. Sayal P.W. 65 and Shri O. P. Garg P.W. 68, 
they do not support the allegation that they acted as tools 
in the hand of the Chief Minister and even if they did, all 
that fs established is that a large number of gun licenses 
were granted and some can be said to have been positively 
granted at the instance of the Chief Minister, but there is 
no evidence that their giant was pre-conditioned by a bar- 
gain that the grantee would vote for his brother in Hen of 
the gun license. It was forcefully urged in the course of 
arguments on the basis of the word ‘CM’, ‘BADAL’, ‘GS’, 
’Mann', ‘Pannu Lai’ or ‘PI,’ on certain applications in the 
handwriting of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, that the gun 
licenses were issued at the instance of the Chief Minister. 
It was pointed out that initials are of either the close rela- 
tions of the returned candidate or their employees or of the 
candidate. Accepting the fact that these initials indicate the 
above category of persons, what is established is that either 
these applications came through these persons or at best at 
their recommendation the officers concerned granted the gun 
licenses. There is no evidence of any bargain between the 
grantees and the persons at whose instance the licenses were 
granted. Tt is- also not proved, or alleged, that tile grantees 
were Confjress-men or having leanings towards the Con- 
gress candidate and that the licenses were granted to win 
them over for the Akali candidate. 

I must at this stage mention one matter, namely that 
whenever n Minister or the Chief Minister visits any place, 
there is no dearth of people who are present with demands 
and if a demand is made, unless the Minister of the Chief 
Minister Is an indiscreet person, he would ask the appli- 
cation containing the demand to be handed over to him or 
to his concerned officer. This is the norma) routine. If 
this routine was in fact turned into an offer to get votes or 
to strike bargains in order to get votes, it would amount 
to a corrupt practice. It is for this reason that f have taken 
pains to examine the entire evidence i.e. on this part of the 
case in its minutes details. 

This leads me to the aucstion as to what is (he require- 
ment of law in this behalf. The legal position in the matter 
of a corrupt practice hus been very ably enunciated in 
■lagdev Singh SliJIwnti v. Pratap Singh DaiiTta, AIR 1965 
S. C. 183, wherein it was observed:— 

“It may be remembered that in the trial of an election 
petition, the burden of proving that the election of 
a successful candidate is liable to be set aside on 
the pica (hat he was responsible directly or through 
his agents for corrupt practices at the election, 
lies heavily upon the annln-ant to establish his case, 
and unless it is established in both its branches 
i.c. the commission of acts which the law regards 
as corrupt, and the responsibility of the successful 
candidate directly or through his agents or with his 
consent for its practice not by mere Preponderance 
of probability, but by cogent and reliable evidence 
beyond any _ reasonable doubt, the petition must 
fail, The evidence may be examined bearing this 
approach to the evidence in mind.” 

Tn GIihsI Ram v. Dal Singh and others, 1968(3) S.C.R. 102 
- — AIR 1968 S.C. 1191, it was observed that: — 

"The law requires that a corrupts practice involving 
bribery must be fully established, The evidence 
must show clearly that the promise or gift directly 
or indirectly was made to an elector to vote or 


refrain from voting nt an election. The 
position of a Minister is difficult. It is obvious 
that he cannot cease to function when his election 
is due. He must of necessity attend to the grie- 
vances, otherwise he must fail. He must improve 
the image of his administration before the public, 
[f every one of his official acts done bona fide is 
to be construed against him and an ulterior motive 
is spelled out of them, the administration must ne- 
cessarily come to a stand-still.” 

In Om Prabha Jain v. Abnash Chand, 1968(3) S.C.R. Ill 

— AIR 1968 S,C. 1083, the observations in Ghasl Ram’a 
case were endorsed. 

After fully considering the evidence, Ihe various facts 
mentioned by me and the true legal position, I have come 
to the conclusion that the evidence besides being interested and 
unreliable does not prove the corrupt practice alleged beyond 
a reasonable doubt. 

This brings me to the question of the offer of illegal grati- 
fication In the form of cash grants for the construction of 
Dharamshala’s fbr Harijans and for their repairs. Before 
proceeding to deal with this contention, it will be proper to 
set out the pleadings. 

E. I*. 1 of 1971 

Paragraph 22 of tho Petition Paragraph 22 of the Written 

Statement 


22. The relevant facts are:— 22. The contents of para No. 

22 of the petition are denied. 
All the allegations being 
vague as full particulars in 
respect of alleged corrupt 
practices have not been given, 
the same should be struck 
off. 

(i) That S. Parkash Singh (i) The contents of sub-para (i) 
Badal untrived to grant of para 22 of the peti- 
gratification, to largo lion are denied, 
number of Consti- 
tuency— the Harijan elec- 
tors — whose support and vo- 
tes were essential requisite 
for the success of S. Gurdas 
Singh Badal. The expressed 
purpose for granl of large 
sums of monies was merely 
a ‘pretext and actually by 
abuse of power and [posi- 
tion large sums of money 
were distributed for benefit 
of the candidate for the dire- 
ctor indirect purpose of in- 
ducing the electors to vote in 
favour of the candidate S- 
Gurdas Singh Badal, It 
was a contrivance decided 
upon by S, Parkash Singh 
Badal and S. Gurdas Singh 
Badal that money be distri- 
buted amongst Harijans 
in the villages for advance- 
ment of their religious feel- 
ings and thereby securo the 
votes to further the prospe- 
cts of election. 
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Paragraph 22 of the Petition 


E.P. 1 of 1971. 

Paragraph 22 of the Written Paragraph 22 of the Petition 

Statement. 


Paragraph 22 of the Written 
Statement. 


(ii) Shri Parkash Singh Badal (ii) The contents of sub-para 
visited most villages in the (ii) of the petition in so far 

constituency during the as it relates to Shri Parkash 

election campaign, pro- Singh Badal are denied, 

mlsod to advance large sums The other allegations con- 


of money to the Harijan 
electors, knowing that 
thereby the electors would 
be induced to vote for S. 
Ourdas Singh Badal. A 
sum of Rs. 5500/- for oach 
village was sanctioned for 
payment to the Harijan 
electors and their associa- 
tion in the following vil- 
lages : — ■ 

(1) Fazilka Sub Division : 

Grant of Rs. 5500/- was 

made to each of the following 
16 villages:— 

1. Pakka Kelewala, 

2. Chak Balamrasul, 3. Ban- 
wala, 4. Tipanwali, 

5. Guharianwaii, 6. Theh 
Kalandar, 7. Karcewala 
S. Dabial kalan, 9. Banga- 
wali 10. Nialkhera, 

11. Donger khera, 12. 
Jhumianwala, 13. Rurianwali, 
14. Saidanwali, 15. Kalu, 
16. Khubikhera. 

(2) Muktsar Sub Division: 

Grant of Rs. 5500/- was 

made to the Harijan Electors 
and their association in each of 
the following 10 villages in the 
sub division: — 


1. Ilhagu, 2. Channi, 

3. Tharajwala, 4. Loharan, 
5. Tipakhera, 6. Bhutian- 
wala, 7. Bhutter saran, 
8. Lambi, 9. Chak Deowala, 
10. Sotha. 

(3) Farldkot. 

Grant of Rs. 5500/- was 
made to the Harljans and their 
association in each of the fol- 
lowing 3 village:— 

1. Dod, 2. Bhidekalan, 
3. Konni. 

In all the above stated cases 
the ostensible purpose as ex- 
pressed was construction of 
Dharamshala for the Harijans 
and Backward Classes, 

(iii) As submitted above the 
Chief Minister had directed 
the release of public money. 
The expressed purpose was 
also his instructions. The 
Director of Scheduled Cas- 
tes and Backward Classes 
merely carried out his dir- 
ections and the promise 
to grant money made 
during the period of elec- 
tion was implemented on or 
about 29th March, 1971. 
Vide letter No. 5205 dated 
29-3-1971 pertaining to 
Fazilka and Muktsar Sub 
Divisions as above stated. 
And letter No. 5270/79 
dated 29.3.1971 pertaining 
to villages in Faridkot, 

64 G of 1/73—3 


tamed in this sub-para are 
also doniod. No particulars 
as required by law have boon 
given regarding the grant of 
money have been mentioned 
in this petition. All allega- 
tions of corruption and bri- 
bery mentioned in this sub- 
para are denied. It is further 
submitted that wherever the 
State Government sanc- 
tioned money for the con- 
struction of a Dharamsala, 
it was done in accordance 
with law and furtherance of 
the policy of the Govern- 
ment for the uplift of the 
Harijans and backward clas- 
ses. The State Government 
had set apart a largo amount 
of money for this purpose 
even in the earlier years. 
It is denied that Shri Par- 
kash Singh Badal ever made 
any promise for the grant of 
such money to anybody. 
The so called grants have no 
connection whatsoever with 
the election of the petitioner. 


(iii) The contents of sub-para 
(iii) are denied to the extent 
that the Chief Minister had 
ever directed the release of 
public money. 


(iv) Besides the Chief Minis- 
ter had directed grant of 
sums of Rs. 2000/- for re- 
pair of Dharamsala to the 
electors of two villages or 
their Society in Faridkot. 
These being (1) Kingraand 
(2) Kamcena. 'Hie grant 
was released per order No. 
4705/9, dated 29-3-1971. 

The electors of 5 more vill- 
ages were recipient of grati- 
fication of Rs. 1000/- each for 
the stated purpose of affecting 
repairs to the Dharamsala. 
The names of these villages 
are : — - 

1. Dalipsinghwala 

2. Bhag Singhwala, 

3. Machuki Kalan, 

4. Kaler and 

5. Aulkh. 

The order sanctioning the 
gratification under the direc- 
tions of the Chief Minister 
is dated 4th of March, 1971. 

(v) The petitioner submits that 
the money was advanced in 
commission of corrupt prac- 
tice as a gratification to the 
electors to vote for S. Gur- 
das Singh Badal. The elec- 
tion is liable to be 
declared void on account of 
the above stated corrupt 
practice. 


(iv) The contents of sub-para 
(iv) of the petition are denied. 


(v) The contents of sub-para 
(v) of the petition are denied. 
The allegations contained in 
this para are also vague and 
are liable to be struck off. 


In the replication it is stated: — 

“The contents of para Ho. 22 are incorrect. The peti- 
tioner has made concise statement of material facts 
as required by law in the election petition. 

(I) The contents of sub-para (i) are incorrect. The 
correct facts have been stated in the corresponding 
paragraph of the election petition and those are 
reiterated. 


(ii) The contents of para No. (ii) are denied and the 
facts stated in the corresponding paragraph of the 
election petition are reiterated. 

(iii) The contents of sub-para (iii) are denied. The 
correct facts have been stated in the corresponding 
paragraph of the election petition and those are 
reiterated. 

(Iv) The contents of sub-para (iv) are denied. The 
correct facts have been stated in the correspond- 
ing paragraph of the election petition and those 
are reiterated. 

(v) The contents of sub-para (v) are denied. The 
correct facts have been stated in the correspond- 
ing paragraph of the election petition and those 
are reiterated, 

The petitioner urges that the facts stated above establish 
corrupt practice of bribery and gratification to 
Harijan voters and was not cither innocent act of 
tho State Government or in furtherance of the 
policy of the Government for the uplift of Hari- 
jans and the Backward Classes as alleged.” 

In the statement of better particulars, it is stated : — 

“Para 22-A s It is submitted that further particulars 
pertaining to allegations of corrupt practice under 
section 123(1) as narrated in paras 21 and 22 of the 
petition are being stated in annexures HG I and 

hg n. 
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“In the aforesaid annexures the petitioner has named 
the v ill uses— the Harijans electors of which villages 
were given large sums of money as a gratification 
for the expressed purpose of Dharamshalas but actu- 
ally gratifications to Harijan electors with a view to 
induce them to vote for the returned candidate. 
The various amounts granted under the directions 
of S. Parkash Singh Badal and the date of the 
grants has been specified in the schedule. Prior 
concurrence of the Finance Department had not been 
obtined. S. Parkash Singh Badal who had actually 
directed the grants to be made was not the competent 
authority under the rules of business of allocation 
at his own will either to approve the specified^ places 
for the purpose of grant of money or distribution 
or to sanction any amount for the purpose. The 
allotment has been made contrary to all the rules 
for the purpose of including the Harijan electors to 
vote for the returned candidate. 

S. Parkash Singh Badal, the agent of the returned 
candidate, had acted with the consent, concurrence 
and convenience of the returned candidate. 

In some cases the amount promised to the villagers for 
the expressed purpose but actually as a gratification 
'-as released immediately after the result of election. 
The dates of their remittances to said electorate 
of the villages would be established in the course 
of evidence. 

It has now come to the notice of petitioner that the 
record pertaining to the grants aforesaid to different 
villages was summoned by Chief Minister after the 
institution of election petition, It was submitted to 
him which record is not now traceable in the 
Department concerned,’’ 

It will appear from the pleadings that the only allegation 
made is that the Badal brothers contrived to distribute money 
for the said purpose in order to secure favour from the Hari- 
Jan community so that they cast their votes for the returned 
candidate. It is, however, significant that no mention is mode 
of any bargain between the Badal brothers and the electors. 
There is also no mention that these offers were made by (he 
Chief Minister at the meetings held in the villages where such 
grants were made, excepting in the case of village Alamwala. 
However, for the first time, in evidence it is brought out, 
that in certain villages meetings were held wherein such 
offers were made. No allegation in the petition, replication 
or the better particulars is made to the effect that the Chief 
Minister addressed any meeting in the said villages on a 
particular date or time or what he said in those meetings. 
When these facts were brought out in evidence, an objection 
was raised by the counsel for the returned candidate that this 
evidence is of no value and cannot be made use of in the 
election petition, in view of the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Shlvaniurthy Swami Inamdar’s case (1971(3) S.C.C. 870). 
Regarding the meeting in village Alamwala, to which this 
objection does not relate, it is stated in paragraph 23 of the 
petition : — 

“That with a view to induce the electors of the village 
Alamwala in Malout constituency to vote for Shri 
Gurdas Singh Badal, the Chief Minister visited the 
said village in February, 1971. Prior intimation 
had been conveyed to the Revenue Officer of the 
locality including the Patwari named Lachhmnn 
Dass and the Block Development Officer incharge 
of the area who were required to and had actually 
attended to arrange a meeting of the electors and 
the Chief Minister to influence the electors to vote 
for S. Gurdas Singh Badal. They arranged a meet- 
ing for the Chief Minister attended by the electors, 
the residents of the village." 

In fact, the allegation in paragraph 23 is made on a different 
count. At best, it can be said that the allegation regarding 
inducement to voters on this count is made in this village. 
It is not specifically alleged, that any promise was in fact 
made in this behalf by the Chief Minister in the meeting 
Thus, the position is that there is no legal material 
on the record from which it can be held that the 
corrupt practice of bribery by way of grant for Dharam- 
shalas is made out. 


Befoie dealing with the oral evidence on this part of the 
case, it will be advisable to deal with the documentary evi- 
dence bearing on the subject. Exhibit P.W. 69/1 and 
Annexure H.G. II. give the details of the amounts sanctioned 
for the construction of Dharamshalas in the villages in the 
constituency. These documents do not show the date of 
actual payment blit the fact of the matter is that the grants 
had to be disbursed by the 31st of March, 1971. It was 
indicated in the pleadings that the date of remittance would bo 
established in evidence, but no evidence has been led to this 
effect. On the 25th of February, 1971, the District Welfare 
Officer, Ferozepore, wrote to the Director, Scheduled Castes 
and Backward Classes, Welfare Department, Punjab, Chandi- 
garh (Exhibit P.W. 69/2) that 

"In accordance with your verbal orders dated 20-2-1971, 
Shri Lajindcr Singh Bed), M.L.A. came to this 
office with regard to the grant of Janjghars to ten 
villages in Fazilka Tehsil, He presented a list con- 
cerning fifteen villages which is enclosed. The 
applications concerned ten villages out of the above 
quoted list of fifteen villages, duly completed with 
regard to all aspects, have been sent to your office 
vide this office letter No. 515 dated 16-2-1971. The 
applications concerning the following five villages 
duly completed are sent herewith ; — 

1. Nokerlan 

2. Mahu Ana Bodla 

3. Theh Kalandar 

4. Kirianwala 

5. Dabwaln Katan. 

Note: C. M. also made a verbal promise to a Janjghar 
to village Kirianwala. Janjghar to this village may 
be sanctioned”. 

At this stage, I may mention that re. Kirianwala, there Is 
no allegation in the petition and no witness with regard to 
this village has been examined, 

Exhibit P. W. 69/3 is the letter of which mention was 
made in Exhibit P.W. 69/2. The list of villages regarding 
which completed applications for the sanction of Dharamsha- 
las for Harijans were sent finds mention in Exhibit P.W. 69/3, 
The total number of villages is 34 and out of them 33 are 
situate in Tehsil Fazilka. Exhibit P.W. 69/4 is the recom- 
mendation of Shri I.ajindar Singh Bedi, M.L.A, for construc- 
tion of Janjghars (Dharamshalas) for Harijans. The number 
of villages is 15. Jt appears that when the Chief Minister 
was made a party to the election petition, he made enquiries 
as to whether he had passed orders regarding Dharamshalas 
or not. This is clear from the note on Exhibit P.W. 69/5 
which is to the following effect 

“As verbally requested please do the needful as the 
Information is required by C,M. on Monday, the 
17th May, 1971, positively. 

Sd/- Balblr Singh," 

Exhibits P.W. 69/6 and P.W. 69/7 are to the same effect. 
Exhibit P.W. 69/8 is the letter dated 14th May, 1971, from 
the Districts Welfare Officer, Ferozepore to the Director, 
Social Welfare Department, Punjab, Chandigarh, giving the 
requisite information and it is in ihc following terms 

“The applications with regard to the villages Pake Kale- 
wal, Chak Gulam Rasul, Banwala, Tippar Wali, 
Koharian Wali. Thch [Kalandar, Kcrian, Wali, Bage 
Wali, Nihal Khera, Doongar Khera, Thungian Wall, 
Sedanwala. Ghallu, Kbui Khera, are sent to you 
through Shri Rnjl Dass. So far as villages Depal 
Wali and Koharian Wali are concerned, the applica- 
tions concerning these Villages have already been 
sent to you vide this office letter No. 643 dated 
25th February. 1971, and letter No. 426 dated 9th 
February, 1971. 

So far as the applications concerning Muktsar Tehsil 
are concerned, these applications have not been 
received in this office alongwith the approved list. 
Efforts may kindly be made for the purposes of trac- 
ing out these applications in the head office”. 
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Forty applications concerning para one above were 
received in this office along-with approved list No. 
5235-39 dated 29-3-1971. These applications arc 
sent herewith back to you through Shri Ramji Dass. 
The remaining applications have not been received 
in this office. Better these applications be traced 
out in the head office,” 

Exhibit P.W. 69/9 is the order of the Chief Minister dated 
19th March, 1971, and reads thus: — 

“On my visit to Muktsar it was brought to my notice 
that out of those Dharamshalas which have been 
approved by the Government, money has not been 
released to some of them. I wish that before the 
expiry of 31st of March, 1971, money may kindly 
be got disbursed to all those Dharmshalas of those 
villages which have been approved by the Govern- 
ment." 

On this, there is a note of the Director of the same date to 
the following effect : — 

"In this connection, out of the enclosed list money has 
been released to almost all the villages and sent to 
District Welfare Office, Ferozeporc, during the 1st 
week of March through R.T.Rs. The District Wel- 
fare Officer is being further directed to gat the pay- 
ments made at the earliest in consultation with the 
concerned D.O." 

The order of the Chief Minister dated 4th of March, 1971, 
of which a mention has been made in Exhibit P.W. 69/5 
has not been produced in this case. The fact that such an 
order was passed by the Chief Minister is mentioned in para- 
graph 22(iv) of the petition. 

It will appear from these documents that the proposals 
for the construction of Dharmshalas wanted from proper 
sources. All that the Chief Minister tried to do was to get the 
payment of the grants expedited. Whether he succeeded 
in his attempt or not is not clear from the record. In evidence, 
It is sought to be established that the Chief Minister went 
to village Kauni and held a meeting there on the 25th or 
26th January, 1971, where in the promises for the Dharam- 
shalas were made. See the statement of the petitioner as 
P.W. 102, With regard to village Kauni, the date of the 
R.T.R, is not mentioned in Annexure H, G. II. 

Now, I proceed to deal with the oral evidence, the learned 
counsel for the petitioner has only relied on the testimony of 
P.W. 52 Surain Singh, P.W. 54 Inder Singh P.W. 69 Harnam 
Singh, P.W. 85 Radha Kishan, P.W. 99 Surjit Singh and 
P.W. 102 Shri Iqbal Singh petitioner. 


meeting demands were made by the villagers and he promised 
to give Rs. 5,500 for the Dharamshala, In cross-examination, 
he stated that the sum of Rs. 5,500 was paid but not in 
his presence. He is a Congressman since 1946-47 and was 
supporting the petitioner in the Parliamentary poll. Accepting 
that he has no animus against the Badal family, his testimony 
suffers from the same defect as that of P.W. 52 Surain Singh, 
and for the same reasons no reliance can be placed on It, 
Moreover, his testimony does not show that any promise was 
held out by the Chief Minister to induce electors to vote for 
his brother. 

P.W. 69 Harnam Singh is an official witness and has merely 
deposed to the manner in which tho grants had to be made 
and were made. 

P.W. 85 Radha Kishan, ex-Minister, stated that : — ■ 

“Shri Parkash Singh Badal went to these villages to 
canvass for his brother. When Shri Parkash Singh 
Badal visited Khui Khera, he held out promises to 
the Harijan electors. He said that a Dharamshala 
for the Harijans would be sanctioned. The officers 
Who were accompanying the Chief Minister were 
asked to sanction the amount for the Dharamshala”. 

1 have already discussed his testimony while dealing with 
the grant of gun licenses, and for the reasons recorded therein, 
1 cannot rely on his bald statement. He is an associate and 
co-worker of the petitioner. However, the fact of the matter 
is that he does not talk of any bargain between the Chief 
Minister and the electors. Moreover, he is a weathercock and 
this fact goes a long way in not accepting his evidence because 
he can make any statement and shift his stand to suit his 
personal ends. 

P.W. 96 Mohinder Singh of village Dod stated that Shri 
Parkash Singh Badal came to the village 7 or 8 days before 
the poll. He canvassed for his brother in the village gathering. 
The Harijans made a demand for a Dharamshala. Sadhu 
Singh Harijan made a demand for a Janjghar and said that 
if the demand was met with then Harijans will vote for 
his brother. The Chief Minister ordered that some amount 
be given. The money was received for the construction of 
Dharamshala and it was build. His testimony was objected 
to by the counsel for the returned candidate on the ground 
that the allegations are not mentioned in the election petition. 
It Is clear from his testimony that the Chief Minister made 
no promise but only, as would be usual, took the course 
of least resistance. During the course of election, it is not 
possible for the supporter of any candidate to turn down the 
demands of the electorate but from that fact it cannot be 
spelled out that a positive promise or offer was made by the 
Chief Minister, 


P.W. 52 Surain Singh of village Shersinghwala stated : — 

"There was an incomplete Dharamshala of the Harijans 
In the village. They (the Harijans) wanted funds 
for the completion of the Dharamshala building. 
The Chief Minister then sanctioned Rs. 2,000 for 
the repair of the Dharamshala, The money was 
later on received and the building of the Dharam- 
shala has been completed". 

In cross-examination, he admitted that his son had been 
defeated by Gurdev Singh Badal in the last Assembly election. 
His son had contested the poll on the Congress ticket whereas 
Gurdev Singh Badal contested the poll on Akali ticket. He 
is a petitioner in the election petition filed against the returned 
candidate, i.c., Gurdev Singh Badal. He is specfic that what 
he stated in Court he mentioned it to Mukhtiar Singh and 
Mukhtiar Singh took it down in writing. What he has deposed 
to was done at a meeting held ten days before the poll 
which was addressed by the Chief Minister, His testmony 
cannot be relied upon because he has enmity with the Badal 
family. What he mentioned to Mukhtiar Singh has not been 
mentioned in the election petition, He is an active Congress- 
man and is a partisan. Moreover, he was cited for one 
purpose and in addition to that he has deposed on other 
matters for which he was not cited, 

P.W. 54 Tndcr Singh of V. Machaki Kalun staled that the 
Chief Minister visited his village 8 or 10 days before the 
poll. The Chief Minister addressed the villagers and in that 


P.W. 99 Surjit Singh of village Ghudttwala Btated that the 
Chief Minister came to the village 10 or 12 days before the 
poll. The villagers gathered and stated that “they were with 
the Chief Minister. The Harijans made a demand for a 
Dharamshala. He said that Dharamshala will be made and 
they should poll their votes for his brother. The Dharamshala 
has been constructed. The construction was started before 
the poll.” His statement was objected to by the learned 
counsel for the returned candidate on the ground that no 
mention was made about any bargain regarding this village 
in the election petition, Moreovr, there is no allegation re- 
garding this village, i.c., Ghuduwala in the petition. 

P.W. 102 is the petitioner. Regarding village Kauni, he 
staled “that otes should be polled for his brother and what- 
stuled “that voles should be polled for his brother and what- 
ever assistance the villagers needed would be afforded to them 
In the shape of . . Dharamshalas". This allegation is promi- 
nently missing in the election petition. In fact, this is the 
tenor of his statement regarding the various meetings addressed 
by the Chief Minister in which the petitioner was present. 
Much reliance cannot be placed on the testimony of the 
petitioner, Tt is significant that a sum of rupees fifty lacs 
had to be spent in the whole of Punjab which then consisted 
of eleven districts by 31st of March, 1971, for construction 
of Dharamshalas for Harijans or on the repair of existing 
ones. According to the allegations made in the petition, not 
more than two lacs was disbursed in the two districts. How- 
ever, it is very astonishing that the petitioner, who claims 
that this disbursement was a corrupt practice and he had 



2916 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 [Part II— 


knowledge of it, did not move his little finger at the relevant 
time. Not only this, the facts which were within the know- 
ledge of the petitioner have not been mentioned in the elec- 
tion petition, What appears is that at the time when the 
election petition was in contemplation, it was discovered that 
amounts for Harijan Dharamshalas had been sanctioned during 
this period and on that the allegation of corrupt practice 
has been founded. Tho evidence led on this pail of the 
case suffers from the same defects as that led in the case 
of gun licenses. On the admitted and proved facts, the 
case fairly and squarely falls within the rule laid down by 
the Supreme Court in Gbasi Ram’s case, Om Prabha Jain’s 
case and H. V. Kainath v. C. H. NMraJ Singh, AIR 1970 
S.C. 211. 

For the reasons recorded above, issue No. 1 is decided 
against the petitioner. 

I have dealt with the entire case on the basis that the 
Chief Minister was tho agent of the returned candidate. That 
is the highest at which the petitioner’s ease can be put. There 
was lot of argument on the question whether the Chief 
Minister was the agent of the returned candidate or not. I 
have not dwelt on this matter, because I have proceeded 
to deal with the case on tho assumption that the Chief Minister 
was the agent of the returned candidate. In fact, Mr. Sibal 
frankly and fairly conceded that in view of the close con- 
nection between the Chief Minister and the returned candidate 
and the fact that the Chief Minister was canvassing for his 

brother, ho would not like the case to be merely decided 

on the basis that tho Chief Minister was not the agent of 

the returned candidate. In fact, the entire trend of the 

argument was on the basis that it may be assumed that the 
Chief Minister was the agent of the returned candidate. 

After giving the case my careful consideration, I have 
come to the conclusion that none of the corr upt practices have 
been proved beyond a reasonable doubt. It is wcll-setllcd 
that an election should not be lightly set aside and unless a 
clear case is made out, this Court will not do so. 

For the reasons recorded above, this petition fails and is 
dismissed with costs which are assessed at Rs. 250. 

As the main petition has been dismissed, the recriminatory 
petition cannot be tried, and becomes infructuous and is also 
dismissed, with no order as to costs. 

Sd/- D. K. MAHAJAN, Judge. 

[No. MT-LA/194/72(40)] 
V. NAG ASU BR AM ANIAN, Secy. 

4lf , 2 7 197 3 

44 o WT 0 246 0.” filqfiqu vuqfil 44 tHIfcuu 441 ^ f% ■RT'I, 
1971 if grr qqffqr Pruiu 44T ^ P-i q uiui s y i Pl^lTh % fii 58 
TFTTOTT (w° >5110) 7) ’JUM fisn 41% 'd<-*flqqiT 

rtt trtpff tnq 44 qfo suo qfav. , fspn jff, Tffqr ttstt 
sfw srfnffTfspsr wfa-fq-qq, 1951 ott ttfi jut fhqfff 

gTO wt ffprfar ®pff 44 'tiRan 47 % if 

vru'+r-i f, ; 

tflT. 44, 4Y5 TnffiFTR 13 % 74447 fqi} IT ^ff, 
4TFft W WfiW I % fatr qjjf 4444 4447 TT'^firNI 4^1 fcTT 

wtr, fiiqkq srnfrtr m qi? tettott | fr 47i% 

<rrtr w wwrrr % fin Ttf Tqftr ttw 4t 4fr 

i; 

414: WT, 447 Stfirfippr %) HTTT 1 0—4* % STJUTT if fiPlfTT 

sruffir tt; it jptoV ir#r 44 ffn % fTtfr wf titt % 

trr fnff rw Tf smrr fruFT qfrtpr % nw 

wfir 4ffr ytq % fin Tf nfinr % tit tY TTurmfii 
% fin fii<r^r Wlfim 4^41 $ i 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27th July, 1973 

S.O. 2460.— Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Mangull Sethi, Village and P. O. Mahipur, Dis- 
trict Puri, Orissa State, a contesting candidate for election to 
the Orissa Legislative Assembly from 58-Daspalla (SC) con- 
stituency, held in March, 1971 has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And Whereas, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure. 

Now, Therefore, in pursuance of section 10A ol the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Manguli'Sethi to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. OR-LA/58/71] 

Wlixi 

Vie WTo 246 1-44:, fiirWr WFffiT 44441414 4HT $ f% 4?#, 

I 9 7 1 ^f TsWr fisUIT 44TT % fil u 479 1 / u | % fi-iU 1 1 5-4M- 

TTTFPTT fivtjVH-qfir 4 41% 1 ' rtt 71 7) 4 TTh 41447 

via 44T Tf o S.imRf, 4T4T 4rt'll^l ' , fiUTTT 7TtT7T£T, J7h7i I TDq 
ri'W. u f r i fil fi-TA ufuf iah, 1951 4TT 44tflH tjHiq qtT firqtff 5TTT 
W^f(;T4 W44 Sqifl 44 44^ iff T'KITtfilrt 4FT4FT 7^ 

sffr, im:, ttt Tnfftrm 4% trnrv ypn W 414 qr wf, 
SJTffW WWTTT^fin ^44T4WqrrFir€f47774 4lfffirm|, ^ 
firtfm 4114)4 44 45 %T 441414 ^1 44T ^ fif? 44% 414 f4 4444 til % 
firij 4%$ 44irtT 44774 4T TmlfilFT 4ft 

414: WW, 44fi 4lftrfiT44 4ff 4T7T 1 0-47 % 4PJ4TW Jf fil 4 f 44 WlrffT 
qfl^aKI 4rti' >stf 4%477T4 4T4T %f lf44 % f%fff *ft 444 % 4T f%lff 
< Uq 4?) fq4T4 44T Wq qT filUlH qfi<.q^% 94^4 4 1*) sflr (j)% % fliq 

54 4n%«r %f Tirfir f) #4 4 ^ 'MtuTfli % f%r( fhrf^i wTir 47741 

t 1 

[40 4ff4T-f4o 4o/ll5/7l] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2461. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Salekram Nayak, Village & Post Office Katapali, 
Via-Balpahar District Sambalpur, Orissa State, a contesting 
candidate for election to the Orissa Legislative Assembly 
from 115-Brajarajnagar constituency, held in March, 1971 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses os 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not lodged the account of his election expenses and 
tho Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Salekram Nayak to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. OR-LA/115/71] 


[4° 4t)4T-f4°4°/58/7l] 
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30^WTf, 1973 

TTo WTo 2 46 2. — Tm.fTTWwWPflWTTWWnrT?) W I fa ITT#, 

1 97 1 *r gq TfWrt ttm Ptwh twt % faff tptot faff 

1 1 4-MW 4.1^4. (d« JTTo ) farWr-^g' ¥r TOT 

«ft firm spsrtrr, tm wdnKiMi^c, *fr«» wUhitkh^, 
fawT 24 -tottt (Tfinpft wwm), ritw wfafitfaRt wfsrfiraw, issi 
twt wmff wff Pptt) im wta to % wrt: urn frfw ft 

wth Profaw sqm tt iron ttPjtt wtt*tt$$; 

wk, *m;, gw Twfanrn; ff, ttof ^wwrW3n%TTwt, wft 
t(T (TfTOT % faff ^flWWHW'ltTOI *i$r ftprr Jr, wk 
f - nk p r wfmifiTni'ft twitr wwTtfwTw* tttvt wtwtt 

faff *FT^ M4V-4 <Yii<i| WT rWTWtfWTT *Tsfl ^ ; 

*ra: war, tte wfsrPnrr <tf) sro i o-w % w^ttw ^ Mfaw wfffar 

ff ' ffp TO TWJ «fV fTOTW Tt TO ^ fa# # TOT % WT fa# 

nw#fatTRTWT wwwrfawH TfawTfcTOR^w sTfas/ksfailTfaff 

ifr wfaw i?! dkfar t rfPr wtf # *rmTarffer * faff Prcppr wlfaw 

TRUT | i 

[To To Sfo-psro To/ 114 / 71 ( 79 ) 
tro ffTo Jr, #WW 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th July, 1973 

S.O. 2462. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Nlrapada Haider, Village Lakshminarayanpur, P.O. 
Uttar Lakshminarayanpur, district 24-parganas (West Bengal) 
a contesting candidate for election to the West Bengal Legis- 
lative Assembly from 114-Mathurapur (SC) constituency, 
held in March 1971 has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses within the time and in the manner as requir- 
ed by the Representation of the People Act. 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Nirapada Haider to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-LA/1 14/71 (79)] 
A. N. SEN, Secy. 

ni( Ik#, 6 WWTT, 19 73 

•Re WT° 2463. — #W TpTfhfEPT Wf*Tf#TT, 1950 (l950 
Ttr 43) # UTTT 1 34>‘ # T7WKT ( 1 ) STITT TTW Hlfaufi T>T 

sr#w "Frit fff PttWt wr#w 7Tfa%# tofr ^ TOTVT fi 1 # 
#o TPTJWT TR % TO Tf, ff° WTpjrTR #R Tfaw, Ttfafaft 
tttftt, fafw twt ww Prwrw Td, Ttfirirfr #r ttr tfar % faff jjw 
ffarfarw wtPtrv: % ww ®r, srt ttw tw >pt totwtt 
qjpr faffT# # Tkter if, wriT writ# to ffTTTrrr wrrfarfw 
TORT | t 

[To 1 5 4/<TtfV « / 7 3] 


New Delhi, the 6th August, 1973 

S.O. 2463. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 13A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Co mm ission of India, 
in consultation with the Government of Pondicherry, hereby 
nominates Shri A. Chandrasekhara Menon, Secretary to the 
Government of Pondicherry in the Law and Labour Depart- 
ment, as the Chief Electoral Officer for the Union Territory 
of Pondicherry, with effect from the date he assumes charge 
of that office and until further ordcra vice Shri Ch. Rama- 
krishna Rao. 

[No. 154/POND /73] 
-fa P-evfl , 7 HW, 19 73 

WT» WU 2464, — Tfa srfttPfftTOT WfffpTWT, 1950 iff WTO 

1 3 TTTT # 34UKI ( 1 ) TTTtff % WJTTT # fPTT TTT tptfffww 
W'pft WfBfTfSRT To 508/^0/66, TTTpT 22 PtflUR, 1966 "FT 
wftnrPr >ctd jtr, Prarim wratT jttftt tfr ttftt 4t qrm) 
i), H<epjrr trt % ^rritt Ptpf % tt w^t; tt Pd% «k Pm 
Pm frrfrff RtfiRn; irtji n Trrftrf|ff trtt t 1 

[to 508 / 5 T 0 / 73 ] 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1973 

S.O. 2464. — In pursuance of the provisions of sub-section 
(1) of section 13AA of the Representation of the People Act, 
1950 and in supersession of its Notification No. 508/HN/ 
66, dated the 22nd December, 1966, as amended, the Elec- 
tion Commission, in consultation with the Government of 
Haryana hereby designates the Deputy Commissioner of 
each district in the State of Haryana to be the District Elec- 
tion Officer for that district. 

[No. 508/HN/73] 

-Ti[ frfd) , 13 WTTT, 1973 

WTo 2465. — TfiT sPrPrfeTT wftrfTTT, 1951 
HHT 2 1 TTWWt % XFJTOT *T WITT pTTtWT SlpftT U^TTTT 
^TT| f«F TTTfi wfe^TTTT(o 434/5To/71 ilTfrw 23TJwrf, 1971 

Jr frrdftTprr Turtur frq thut, wwfn: — 

TTT wfu^TTT it TtTR TR ,J Tt $ TTT 2 if TT Ro 3 xflT 8 % 

tte) frwTTT wfirfewf % tttt tt ffftTfbrfwT Tprffzrt aPr- 
RTTPTT <tf) TTTpfr : — 

3. $*PT TTT^TT, fFtSw I 
8. fit UK TTPJTT, fTTpfr I 

[To 4 3 4/5^° / 7 3] 

New Delhi, the 13th August, 1973 

S.O. 2465, — lu pursuance of the provisions of section 21 
of the Representation of the People Act, 195T, the Election 
Commission hereby directs that the following amendments 
shall be made in its Notification No. 434/HN/71 dated the 
23rd July, 1971, namely: — 

In column 2 of the Table appended to the said notification 
against S. Nos, 3 and 8 for the existing entries the following 
entries shall be substituted • 

3. Kaithai Deputy Commissioner, Kurukshefra. 

8. Hissar Deputy Commissioner, Bhiwani. 

[No. 434/HN/73] 
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T7<J 2 466. — STfrTfaftrc^ STfitfeh 195 1 qff 

stttt 22 ^ Tqtmr ( 1 ) sft ict nrPtfef m mfe fet gq, 
ffejfe wifi qdTjKi ffe?r fer | fr wfirp^T n» 
434/570/71 (1) cnfte 2:1 sj/rr#, i97i Jr mJf Tr^rfyTfJa^ 
rrufrsrT TrmJ, xr^fq; m ^ftT^^rr if rtr nTfet $ tomj 

2 r — 

(1) P? ho 2 “2 — TTPET Rfeffi fa^lfcpT fe % feffe 
WTfTRR” T mfe gfafe ifo 4 % HRFT "5 SrfafcW 
ututr wiw mti' srfyfe ^nryfr i 

(2) ire if o 3 “:i4m mrek ffefcre ^ % feffe 
rnfmE,” % mfe feinm stfaR “ 2 — vfaffe rrir 
^m!, rnprrT m m"2 — wf/rfora tfmrre piow 

srfarffear nffetnfe gft mmff t«tt gfafe 4 % 
qrvrq; “5 rrjrre>P Tfre” srfe^ nfpft ^rrqiff 1 

(3) JHTIO 5 - 5 *Tffet fe^H $ 5 T % feffe 

% mfe srfsrffe^r iN 4 ^ mrmq "s-hwnre 

nffife” mrfe mqifr 1 

(.1) ire rr o s “a-f^TTt huife ffefe m % feffe 
mrfert" rMr % mfe ffetrre sW& "4-3W 

suffer, fenr” % GqFT 77 " 4 -RTRTR Pjn'W, 
f^Rir "stfafe ttt femm” 5 rtrtr rranre, feny 
gfafe «6 t«tr w "s-htrir trermr f*reref n srfafe 
KfnFtTfe ^rt mu/ft 1 

[R» 434 / 5 * 0 / 7 ] ( l)] 
tffo qRo '41 <414, 

?rffe 

S.o. 2466. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 22 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 the Election Commission hereby directs that the 
following further amendments shall be made in its notifica- 
tion No. 434/HN /71(1), dated the 23rd July, 1971, namely: — 

In column 2 of the Table appended to the said notifica- 
tion — 

(i) against item "2 Returning Officer of 2-Knrnal Parlia- 
mentary Constituency” after the entry 4, the entry 
"5-Additional General Assistant, Karnal 1 ’ shall be 
added. 

(li) against item "3-Retuming Officer of 3-Kaithal Parlia- 
mentary Constituency” after the entry 4, the entry 
Additional General Assistant, Kamal" the entry 
"2-Additional General Assistant, Kurukshetra” shall 
be substituted and after the entry 4, the entry "5- 
General Assistant, Jind" shall be added. 

tiii) against item "5-Returning Officer of 5-Jhajjar Parlia- 
mentary Constituency" after the entry 4, the entry 
“5-Gencral Assistant, Sonepat” shall be added. 

(Iv) against item “8-Returning Officer of 8-Hissar Parlia- 
mentary Constituency” for the existing entry “4- 
Sub-Divisional Officer Hissar" the entry "4-General 
Assistant, Hissar” and for the existing entry “5- 
General Assistant, Hissar” the entry "5-General 
Assistant Bhiwani” shall be substituted. 

[No. 434/HN /73(1)] 
B, N. BHARDWAJ, Secy. 

forfw, rent am wft wml awwn 

(mfef ^ fern) 

*1 ffetf, 17 3 TTOT, 197 3 

TOo Too 2 467, — UmfuS.lT tnj Pi «( -a -re l 7 / *re m I 7 5T7T 

rrfu fanrr, i 960 ( 1 9 g 9 m 54) *£1 trm 26 , tft 

^tt-UTO ( 3 ) ^ mj/rTT if, fetfh aTTR qcT^ITCT fife t(V<£ 


mr? "RTfer xtre ffe % 'ppm Ffdrferr mtife mffeyr 
( m jTi « h 4.01 wiir-'ra' wtt 392/70 few 27 rntgrt: 1970) 
% fTfefeyr *pt | 1 

[mi 9/225/70 Tho 2] 
rt£° qtro nbiHM 'PM < nifer 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Department of Company Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 17th August, 1973 

S.O. 2467. — -In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 
1969 (54 of 1969), the Central Government hereby notifies 
the cancellation of registration of M/s. RECK TIT & COL- 
MAN OF INDIA LTD. under the said Act (Certificate of 
Registration No. 362/70 dated the 27th October, 1970). 

[No. 9/225/70-M(U)] 

I. L. NAGPAL, Under Secy. 

fim fenro 

(ttjtw wh: whn femt) 

nT y X'-iTo, 197 3 

flTrr-5P: 

rno Too 2468. — WPT WR wfufferr, 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 

m 43) ukt 2 % isw (44) $ yi^.j ( j j j ) 

5TO 3Tfr vrffer w spfPr ffe ^rr, fefhr ?twtt 
« ft qiTo URo Tpsftfer Tt 3 ft feffq- tfWK T THPlffe XlftWlft 
^ d h. M [y [h o| 14 Xttfin 4. / -’S^Ti 1 () *51 ^1 frllil I 47T gffih 

% ffe aTftl^R 1 

2 . RO 146 (mo Ro 404/235/72-Wlt * ffr ffi) 

ffirhs- 28 1972 Jf th- irf *ft affer ffe vt fwrfed sit 

10 snrrf, 1973 Jt ferr 'writ | 1 

3 4trtrt(w 10 ^piTf, 1973 tt 1 

[no 416 (mo ?fo 404 / 128/73 mi ?ft r 1)] 
into qn-o rtfemr, im tiffe 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 9th July, 1973 

Income-Tax 

S.O. 2468.. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of clause (44) of Section 2 of Ihe Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri M. S. Rajoria who is a Gazetted Officer of 
the Central Government, to exercise the powers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. The appointment of Shri Joginder Singh made in Noti- 
fication No. 146 (F. No. 404/23 5/72-ITCC) dated 28th 

July, 1972 is cancelled with effect from 10th July, 1973. 

3. This Notification shall come into force with effect fiom 
1 0th July, 1973, 

[No. 416 (E No. 404/128/73-1TCQ] 
M. N. MAMBIAR, Under Secy, 
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«nW-*T firRR 

'flVrm 1 , 4 RTR, 1973 


TTo Ro 2469-RH RnTT TR $ fV fTHtflfeff * Riff rftT RRH if 5RT ftfilfejff TT JPEtfilRI ftRT RR T>P 

fgrr *i tthti urn tflTRfWH§: — 

(i) <sfr jrrfe m f^?j w ftw ip^r ?, pt i nni fRjfRT Hrfw rt i 9 7 2 - 7 3 ^ tItr rrn ru tr! it wftrr "ft wr % farj fnR 

R1T 

(ii) sit ntf, sq-ftwf % m ht T* »r P prt # faRR rntiRu i farfrr rt 1072-73 % ntrR ri ru ir Rfan 4 ft flw % f*nt 
fnR RTT %, 

wTc RT: RWT RfsrfRTR 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 R 43) PUTT 287 RTT, RTRT SHI W9*t WT^IT HlfV* 25 ON, 1969 BTTT T7T 

HfiRr TJJTnf JTTrT wfwff TT SR!*! tR gt[, If, RRPT PTFJR, ’TwliliJl, nftTET RT^T TTIRT PTRJR 1 PftT 2 if R*ft TftT W% HPvi ftRTf 
nt T^RTT SmftR jf : — 

OT^ft-1 

^ir R#ft Rp Rj f t nfk f^; wIwr ^Rf % tr f^RR Profm froR 1972-73 % firm qn ptto it srfsrn n't wr % 

fiR ftRT Rif : — 


■4R*f 

0 faffffafr nr R*nf1t tr 


r\ p t. 

lim <J J I 3TT 

froffroRn Mwi 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

1. 

ssft ig^RR, 57rr-r<jT0R rHtiji, Tnrwrtn . 

f^J OfORO TTR 

1970-71 

4,73,430-00 

2. 

MY ^ tFRT^T, ^FR^TTT f^FTT TFTJ^ 

7 > 

1 972-73 

1,15,490-00 

3. 

MY 'H^i *{MW ^TFT, MYtTCT ..... 

Rfe 

1971-72 

1,02,140-00 

4. 

MY ^ l 1 ^ 31 HI hMYpTM *h4Y, HIM < . 

77 

1070-71 

2,08,040-00 

5. 

MY . .... 

77 

1972-73 

1,41,680-00 

6. 

sft rptt ?nf rtt, nrr-fonf Ro fr° tr«m nRft, tirj* . 

77 

1 972-73 

1,04,550-00 

7. 

. .... 

77 

1970-71 

1,09,340-00 

8. 

71 

„ 

1971-72 

1,00, 180-00 

9. 

«ff>rtft IrtIr not, firnR . . 

77 

1970-71 

1,49,530-00 

10. 

"4t mmw 3 R, rUrt viV'imi’i xworo, *rrnr . 


1971-72 

3,55,920-00 

11. 

jj 

71 

1972-73 

3,27,240-00 

12. 

«(t 'TRi'TiR ■’IRini, fRnRrsr ..... 

77 

1970-71 

1,03,1 10-00 

13. 

^IR fRl TufH Rmw 1 

r 1 r 

1960-61 

1,56,570-00 

14. 

'-ft 3T5RR fR STTT-^Rfr UlRRTRT <T’RR4W, W 

f^T ofoorn nrR 

1971-72 

3,56,101-00 

15. 

n 

77 

1972-73 

3,22,290-00 

16. 

Mt MtTT^TT^' 3RT— H 41^1 Hi TT^ft, HIM <> . 

Rfe 

1970-71 

1,68,070-00 

17. 

MY MV o % o r i <. . 

77 

1 972-73 

1, 10,620-00 

1 8. 

iftsfRnf 9tR, jTTT-fR^'ftoito qoi: nt-Rt, trjt: . . 

77 

1 97 2-7 3 

1,05,500-00 

1 9 . 

sfr JJirR ’HHp4K «lV*T04H 7R3TRTR, ROT . 

Wjf^i 

1971-72 

3,57,280-00 

20 . 

„ 

7F 

1972-73 

3,36,150-00 

21. 

MY^it^ 0 c t rrfr : i sitt — MYo'hk® trwr tfttt 

ofoRR fTR 

1972-73 

1,10,100-00 

22 . 

'4t no mr° fflTR. RRr . .... 

RpO 

1972-73 

1,21,643-00 

2 3. 

^TRl 7n>TRlRt 1?Tt, WTiIRtT floit OtgRTFT ^TotfnRTR 

77 

1971-73 

1, 16,022-00 


i 




24, 

MY ifrfH* ^TT^T r T, ..... 

f^5 prfo'on ^nr 

1972-73 

5 65,410-00 

25. 

«ft nrRRf js pRetirt .tet^t . . 

^rfer 

1972-73 

1,02, 100-00 

28. 

^rirVfT^j iq ..... 

f^5 ofooo; f or 

1970-71 

2,85,920-00 

27. 

s ft mvltri 1 ! ’jrt, wunr . . 

tRrfe 

1972-73 

1,37,020-00 

28- 

MY PrR^rTjY! ^nft^rr^T | 7 Tr ^ 

77 

1 970-71 

1,76,250-00 


ROT 1 




2 9. 

Jjft n|or$01T RfRTT ORlRT O^OT RRT fiRO ROT . 

OfaRE JTR 

1970-71 

1,74,390-00 

30, 

jsft nffo^oK on fnJRjRT fnf«nrRTfro n« “-ft nfTRTR 

&A R-i 

1970-7 1 

1,48,750-00 


RRftR ROT 




31. 

VT^uIT^-i! ORTTR OrRS fO$ ito TtOT 


1970-71 

8,81,030-00 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

32, 

<sft rhu^ Hr, RrtkK fortf nfrRTRFr rwrrht, urn 

sqfr 

1971-72 

3,91,660-00 

33- 

u 

]> 

1972-73 

3,76,880-00 

34. 

«fl TOfPnf qfer, ffrrr — ^0 ^Vo qw wNnft, tttt, tiu^t . 

it 

1972-73 

1,04,040-00 

3 5- 

ifaW ^TPTIT TK’fftSTR, JTtifWT, < 

tl 

1970-71 

1,50,000-00 

36, 

•sfr ■i’Fs^rii: qisr, arTT-^iI hrcWt Riftwr qm T’Pft, rtrt 

11 

1970-71 

1,92,730-00 

37. 

rt° ^0 A* ^ ' . Rto 0 , ^*41 1 

it 

1970-71 

1, 1 2,550-00 

38. 

(ft tJRo jfto Rlffan, 20, TTmfr RTRTT, 


1970-71 

1,08,841-00 

39- 

MlOrfl 4)41 *ft , 51 lT“^ll4 RtffRRRT 6 416, 


1971*72 

1,00,610-00 

40- 

«ft 'nmFFT wrf r&t, wfanr 4 ri$ x 

(f^oRoJjo) ...... 


1970-71 

2,19,160-00 

41. 

„ 

it 

1970-71 

4,59,883-00 

42. 

«ft ^rIhr rt| r^it, sttt — ' froifto tnw rMI, ^strir Tnr, ttr'jt 

Krfe 

1972-73 

1,06,040-00 

43. 

<ft tfRRRT 3 r, RRftRTC At# llfpTPTm KITOWf, RTRT 


1971-72 

3,55,500-00 

44. 

a 

u 

1972-73 

3,31,820-00 

4 5. 

« h ^ *1 'ft 0 T^T, ^ ^rWR, 

mfe- 

1971-72 

1,15,350-00 

46. 

«ft f^ffenp 4'rf>4 6 ro «fr WTR3ft «rr^ oft, 

it 

19 52-33 

1,75,440-00 

47. 

wftPram, vftr 

TT^To ¥|fHV>ur$ ^fTT, trYt .... 

>1 

1970-71 

1,54,370-00 

48. 

^fV ^ffarrtPT HKiij <?twt ..... 

„ 

1972-73 

1,01,440-00 

49. 

«ft fagM^rt qtR, am — r^ritm ^ilOi^io gpwj< „ 

1970-71 

21,39,120-00 

50. 

«fV ttrk* 4 Rif qfer t*R R&r ftfw RTfmr 

‘‘ftT'fr TWRAit, am — r^rrtr <p'iir<w<;[R, jum'J’. 

n 

1970-71 

5,62,490-00 

51. 

tfr “VfQVjpux tStt, im — 4*rtf R^ranw ^Tnrf’r’rnrr, iu^t . 

11 

1970-71 

21,27,742-00 

52. 

«ft ifPrrmw $r, RRfkn; RPrmTR RRRiRRPsr, to 

fip| 55 ^ 

1971-72 

4.66,280-00 

S3. 

n 

II 

1972-73 

4,56,760-00 

5 4. 

«fV fmf t*r 414, RnfaTT iftRHW mmw, «m 

vtrfz: 

1971-72 

3,59,400-00 

55. 

11 

if 

1972-73 

3,28,130-00 

5 6. 

IPT 0 CRT 0 3?7T^fV ; . . 

11 

1967-68 

10,44,399-00 

5 7. 

n 

II 

1968-69 

6,69,980-00 

5 8. 

„ 

11 

1969-70 

8,75,570-00 


— 2 


wftrPm, i 96 i ottt 287 % tpff, ^rfwft % rtrI m rtthtr (trtt frtrfaw fartor 

^ 1972—73 % aVnr rtt sw ^ «rftr R?t wtr % Fn Fprt rrt : — 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 . 

flto %o H 6 I 4 I ^RT, 120 , filROn Xtf, R? 


1968-60 

11 , 50 , 520-00 


2 . 

ATT# RRRTRRTR' iftRWW, RTRT 

If 

1971-72 

37 , 03 , 380-00 


3 . 

„ 

tJ 

1972-73 

34 , 18 , 750-00 


4 . 

iftRT 5 ^R 7 ft fWl , imTT 

. •T^ft 

1067-68 

14 06 , 200-00 


5 . 

«rrftrRT toTT fRF 6 (.OIrr) moft 






tfttt , , ... 

■ 11 

1970-71 

6 88 , 05 , 528-00 


6 . 

4 r$ ifftRT Rfe rtwRitt, rwt 

* j » 

1972-73 

31 , 17 , 434-00 


7 . 

h! 1 ^ fa •'J'ifl H ^ M ^ 


1970-71 

57 , 25 , 420-00 


8 - 

C^ffo 'ffo 

TRifr 

1970-71 

13 , 02 , 635-00 


9 . 

II 

11 

1971-72 

13 , 72 , 090-00 


10 . 

*TFRT (n *fi*fl*h?^T fwf^T^T . » 

* 11 

1970-71 

32 , 06 , 000-00 


1 1 . 

«fV R? 1 R %RT RR lSeRfRT^WT, IRfk 

RTT tfRR- 

1970-71 

21 , 24 , 610-00 


1 2 , 

K 41616 6 -fl 6 H W 31941 , 6 MH 


1970-71 

12 , 99 , 854-00 



[tft. iff. I7R. 9/73-74] 

^f<|r^|<PT j fllRTT , hI^<T>, HRTSri^l, rItTIT 
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(INCOME-TAX DEPARTMENT) 

Bhopal, the 4th August, 1973 

S. O. 2469.— WHEREAS Central Government is of the opinion that it is necessary and expedient in public Interest to publish the 
names and other Particulars of the assessees : — 

(i) being individuals of Hindu Undivided Families who have been assessed on an income of more than one lakh of rupees. 

(ii) being firms. Associations of Porsons or Companies who have been assessed on an income of more than ten lakh of rupees, 
during the financial year 1972-73 and whereas in excercise of the powers conferred by section 287 of the Income tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
in this behalf on me by the Central Government by its order dated 25th March, 1969 I, the commissioner of Income tax, Madhya 
Pradesh, Bhopal hereby publish the names and other particulars in the scheduled I & II hereto annexed : — 

SCHEDUI E— I 


Names of all Individuals, & H.U.F. Assessed on Income of over Rs. 1,00,000 during the financial year 1972-73 

SI. 

No. Name & address of the assessees 

Status 

Asstt. 

Year 

Income 

assessed 

Remarks 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1. 

Shri Anoopchand, C/o Babhutmal Sonraj, Rajnandgaon 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

4,73,430 


2. 

Shri Araj S/o Dhanraj Bagbahra, Distt. Raipur ...... 

H.U.F. 

72-73 

1,15,490 


3. 

Shri Abdul Aziz Khan, Bhopal 

Indl. 

71-72 

1,02,140 


4. 

Shri Baburao Pimplnpurc, C/o Vrajlal Manilal and Company, Sagar 

Indl. 

70-71 

2,08,040 


5. 

Shri Baynath Singh, Katni 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,41,680 


6. 

Shri Bakor Bhai Patel, C/o M/s P.D, & Co,, Raipur ..... 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,04,550 


7. 

8. 

Smt. Banu E. Cowasji, Mhow 

-do- 

Indl. 

Indl. 

70- 71 

71- 72 

1,08,340 

1,00,180 


9. 

Smt. Benita Verma, Nivas ........... 

Indl. 

70-71 

1,49,530 


10. 

11. 

Shri Bhagwandas Jain, P/o Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar 

-do- 

H.U.F. 

H.U.F. 

71- 72 

72- 73 

3,55,920 

3,27,240 


12. 

Shri Champalal Ravishankar, Chhindwara 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

1,03,110 


13. 

Begum Suriya Rasheed , Bhopal 

Indl. 

60-61 

1,56,570 


14. 

15. 

Shri Dalchand Jain C/o M/s. Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar 

-do- 

H.U.F. 

H.U.F. 

71- 72 

72- 73 

3,56,101 

3,22,290 


16. 

Shri Gopalrao Pimplapurc P/o Vrajilal Manilal & Company, Sagar 

Indl. 

70-71 

1,68,070 


17. 

Shri G.K. Nagory, Lashkar 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,10,620 


18. 

Shri Haribhai Patel, C/o M/s. P.D. & Company, Raipur .... 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,05,500 


19. 

Shri Hukumchand Jain, P/o Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar 

Indl. 

71-72 

3,57,280 


20. 

-do- 

Indl. 

72-73 

3,36,150 


21. 

Shri I.H. Parilch, C/o C.R. Arun, Nagda 

H.U.F. 

72-73 

1,10,100 


22. 

Shri J.R. Birla, Satna 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,21,648 


23. 

Smt. Jyotshna Devi Patel, P/o M/s. Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur. . 

Indl. 

71-72 

1,61,622 


24. 

Shri Kesheopd. Agarwal, Katni. ......... 

H.U.F. 

72-73 

5,65,410 


25. 

Shri Kewalchand S/o Amolakchand, Raipur 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,02,100 


26. 

Sardar Kartar Singh, Rajnandgaon 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

2,85,820 


27. 

Shri Kashiram Gupta, Lashkar ......... 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,37,020 


28. 

Shri Madhukar Rao Pimplapurc, P/o Vrajlal Manilal & Co, Sagar, 

Indl. 

70-71 

1,76,250 


29. 

Shri Mahendra Kumar Maliya, P/o Mahendra Oil Mills, Sagar . 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

1.74,390 


30. 

Shri Mahendra Kumar & Vijaya Kumar L/Hs of l ate Shri Sobharam Maliya, Sagar 

Tndl. 

70-71 

1,48,750 

* 

31. 

H.H. Maharaja Martand Singh Judco of Rewa 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

8,81,030 


32. 

Shri Manakchand Jain P/o M/s. Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar .... 

Indl. 

71-72 

3,91,660 


33. 

-do- 

Indl. 

72-73 

3,76,880 


34. 

Shri Narshibhai Patel C/o P.D, & Co, Baijnathpara, Raipur . 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,04,040 


35. 

M/s. National Trading Corporation, Murai Mohalla, Indore. . 

Tndl. 

70-71 

1,50,000 


36. 

Shri Narendra Kumar Patel, C/o M/s. Vrajlal Manilal & Company, Sagar 

Indl. 

70-71 

1,92,730 


37. 

Dr. J.J. Nerurkar, Prop, Sunita Laboratories, Indore ...... 

Indl. 

70-71 

1,12,550 


38. 

Shri N.C. Zamlnder, 26-Raoji Bazar, Indore 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

1,08,841 


39. 

Smt. Neena Patel, C/o M/s. Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur .... 

Indl. 

71-72 

1,00,610 


40. 

Shri Parmanand Bhai Patel (HUE) P/o M/s. Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

2,19,160 


41. 

-do- 

H.U.F. 

70-71 

4,59,885 


42. 

Shri Parmannd Bhai Patel & Jyotshna Devi Patel L/H of late Smt. Ujjam Bhai C/o 
Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur ......... 

Indl. 

70-71 

5,62,490 


43. 

Shri Purshottambhai Patel, Co P.D. & C/o,, Baijnathpara, Raipur. 

Indl. 

72-73 

1,06,040 


44, 

Shri Premchand Jain P/o M/s. Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar ..... 

H.U.F. 

71-72 

3,55,500 


45, 

-do- 

H.U.F. 

72-73 

3,31,820 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

46. 

Miss Roopben P. Patel, Golc Bazar, Jabalpur ...... 

. Indl. 

71-72 

1,15,350 

47. 

Shri Shantilal L/H of late Shri Shyamji Anandji, Sanyogitaganj, Indore . 

. Indl, 

52-53 

1,75,440 

48. 

H.H. Sharmlstabai Holkar of Indore ........ 

. Indl. 

70-71 

1,54,370 

49. 

Shri Sitaram Gupta, Lashkar 

. Indl. 

72-73 

1,01,440 

50. 

Shri Sidharth Kumar Patel, C/o M/s Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur 

. Indl. 

70-71 

21,39,120 

51. 

Shri Shravan Kumar Patel, C/o M/s Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur 

, Indl. 

70-71 

21,27,742 

52. 

Shri Sobhalal Jain, P/o M/s Sobhalal Bhagwandos, Sagar .... 

. H.U.F. 

71-72 

4,66,280 

53. 

-do- 

H.U.F. 

72-73 

4,56,760 

54. 

Shikharchand Jain P/o M/s Sobhalal Bhagwandas, Sagar .... 

. Indl. 

71-72 

3,59,400 

55. 

-do- 

Indl, 

72-73 

3,28,130 

56. 

H.H. Usha Devi of Indore 

. Indl. 

67-68 

10,44,399 

57. 

-do- 

Indl. 

68-69 

6,69,980 

58. 

-do- 

Indl. 

69-70 

8,75,570 


SCHEDULE II 

Publication of names U/s 287 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 of all Firms, A.O.Ps & Companies. 
Assessed on income of over rupees Ten Lakh during the financial year, 1972-73 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

t. 

M/s B.K. lllava & Sons, 120, Simrole Road, Mhow . 

. R.F. 

68-69 

11,50.520 


2. 

M/s Bhagwandas Sobhalal, Sagar ....... 

. R.F. 

71-72 

37,03,380 


3. 

-do- 

R.F. 

72-73 

34,18,750 


4. 

M/s Central India Manufacturing Company Ltd,, Lashkar 

. Company 

67-68 

14,06,200 


5. 

Gwalior Rayon Silk Mfg. (Wvg). Company Ltd., Birlagram, Nagda 

. Company 

70-71 

6,68,05,528 


6. 

M/s India Thermit Corporation, Lashkar 

. Company 

72-73 

31,17,434 


7. 

M/s Mohanlal Hargovinddas, Jabalpur 

. R.F. 

70-71 

57,25,420 


8. 

M. P. Financial Corporation, Indore ...... 

. Company 

70-71 

13,02,635 


9. 

-do- 

Company 

71-72 

13,72,090 


10. 

Malwa Vanaspati & Chemicals Ltd 

Company 

70-71 

32,06,000 


11. 

Shri Sadguru Sewa Sangh Trust, 156, Bhawar Kuwa, Indore 

. A.O.P. 

70-71 

21,24,610 


12. 

Vrajlal Manilal & Co. Sagar 

. R.F. 

70-71 

12,99,854 



[No. C.S. 9/73-74] 

K. JAGANNATHAN, 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal. 


TffclFTfr, 1 ftrawrc, 1973 

WoWI* 2470. — jfWT-IfRr CTfuf-mg, 1962 (l962 fiT 

52 ) tJTTT 9 TRT StTfT JTpRpfr CTT SOTOT Jtr, fcrffa 
xiYt tfritT-CT^qt 9'] I , XT^txtFT Tntr Tlei 
rPTTTrftm ttrit Tt WFWTCTRor rftfw «TF5T I I 

[»f» 119/7 J-tfrirT-CT^W/TiT ° >fo 473/66/73-^fm-WfT VII] 

*0 W^TTPPT, CTTI CTfa*t 

(Central Board of Excise & Customs) 

New Delhi, the 1st September, 1973 
Customs 

S.O. 2470. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (32 of 1962), the Central 
Board of Excise and Customs hereby declares Kota Munici- 
pal area in the State of Rajasthan to be a warehousing 
station. 

[No. 1 19 /73-Customs /F. No. 473/66/72-Cus. VII] 
K. SANKARARAMAN, Under Secy. 


4Noi fwtmt 

ftPFrft, 14 XPT7CT, 1973 

4tT°tn® 2471. — flfv 4 ! faf-mu-l wfnhPIW, 1949 ( 1949CTT 10) 
4^ STTT 5 3 STTT SPtTT CTfTfitfl *T JpjTT jpr fcjftTr 41 <T,| I , errofftJ 
farf Rt4.iO.CT 4T "iMKr ctNctt Wf $ fc wftr- 

Pwr- # am 1 ou % CTrd tfrtrm ftr°, grOrnTy: 

TT q^f) 4TTTO, 1974 twr I 

[0° 15(6)jft-oxfroIII/7 3] 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 14th August, 1973 

S.O. 2471.— —In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
33 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of section 10B of the said Act shall not apply to the Bari 
Doab Bank Ltd., Hoshlarpur, till the 1st February 1974, 

[No. 15(6)-B.O. III/73] 
H, K. GUHA, Under Secy. 
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%of)R n* RRumfaq , qftR R 4n 

RRRTTT 20 1 9 7 J 

%T)7 ■RTR-RfRl 

Wrto«To 2472. — RRTffffaR 5?T Rfa^'RRT Ro 3 / 1972 (%Rf)R 
^'fTT'T-^fT) feRIRT 2 4-iT^T, 19 0 2% ftW 49% TO FR4R 2 *f 
R?ffal RRf tfa , R% 47 O 750 /- % fan RtR rfa ST7 Fc 1 5 0 u/- 
MfR'TlTf'tR f%u ’SfTTt%(' I 

[Ro Tfr.n^.wr. 4(16) ()-&.$<>/ 7 1’] 
(TiToi^To TTT qfttrft. RRTiRH 


COLLECTORATE OF CENTRAL EXCISE & CUSTOMS 1 
WEST BENGAL 

Calcutta, the 20th July, 1973 

CENTRAL EXCISES 

S.O. 2472.— In the Collectoratc Notification No. 3/1962 
(Central-Excise) dated 24th April, 1962, for the word and 
figures Rs. 750 appearing in Col. 2 against Rule 49, the word 
and figures Rs. 1500 shall be substituted. 

[C. No. IV (16)9-CF/72] 
N. N. ROYCHOUDHURY, Collector. 


wrawrr wpjwtt qitqfaq, rur win 

vffiTPT, 4 XPirtt, 1973 

Tttoerto 247 3. — 73 %nf)R RT3HT 5% nR ft ITT nft fR uif t fa iR ) % RTr‘) xft X RR% RRU % 5RR fqfa Finff 57 STOftlR f%RT 7tTRT <7151 fat R 

Rom* tflt rrNIr fiR rc Tfa-iRTT crr % tfrr %t^ Rfa ffafat rr 1972-73 % RfaR RftrftfrR %1 nf «fr 1 

sfa rr: <rpm RfttfRRR, i&ei ( 1 ee 1 rr 43 ) %t am 287 % bttt, %Rfcr tor xttt Rtfar hrwi 25 rM, 1 96 9 btu 

SR fRfRR RR%) RTVT JlTtFlt 57 OTTR 51T7 grr, ff, tTRTTT BlRRi, RCTR%W, RlRTO, 3R% 35l«4 RR^ 1 % 3 % RTRf sftT 5RR fMutfiSRf 

%r tTff^Brn RRnfsTR 5TTRT j ' — 

• I 

R*) %)£ vrT *rfi7 tr% faq rijjitr rrr % '4)rt RffartTr qr) TOpt mf) %t rrV «f) hr unjr u'TFnf'tR %> nf R«ffa ftrflR 56 % 

rU(R fRRCT 'ft <rf iff R*i rfa ffarffaft faR Tt SRR57 RTRTT R Rfa fRTT *7% % RRJR 5Il{ Slftli 1-4-1 972 % RIRtR RIB) tfl» 

31-3-73 %) RRRR £)% qfat RRfa % ?3 ttR RTR % faTTlf % 5H75T flftntfat 5% Rf «iY I 


RR Ro 

fRUffttf) 54 RTR RVr RRl 


9TfRtf% Rifat 5?) T5TR f% trfRRT «rt f%R% 

RRtf »f «rfR- 

Wffll 

l 

2 


3 4 5 


7t?T %tf R) 5rffa TR% fatr RRRTR RRR % TfaPC RJfRRTT RTRR5 (R'ffa)/Wm5<T RRfa RfipFOn 5% Rif) %) R# «ft RT 
■JRFRtfRR %) 7t R'ftR farflR Tt % RhjR P-TRRT f) Rf p R?tt %% fitaiftfO f%R RT tRhT RTR% % llR ^MR T,R% % R-W %lt VIlftR 
1-4-1972 % STRRT ff)R RRT) «At 21-3-1973 %t RR1TO TRf) RRftI % tfrtTR RTR %) fRR7%t R t% RT ?tWT 5^1% ^1 R RR% Rr 
4TRRT ^RRmf RR RiJRTRR R 4R% % RRR RfaRtfirff %V Rf «fV 1 


1 2 


3 

4 S 


1. R) TTRRRT ^TT, fR5D ..... 



5,1 1 7-00 

1 968-69 

2. „ 


It 

7,491-00 

1969-70 

3 


ll 

5,044-00 

1 970-71 




71(0 %)f RR)R RR% f%R RRJ1TR RRR % RhR tRTRRT RI^Ri (RRtr? ) /iRiRRR 4pf)R RfORTRl %) RFRR R^t %) R^ «ft RT Bft RRRTT- 

fRR %) Ri, RRlaf fRRTR gd % r)RTR fRRRT ^) f) Rft fintikd) f%R RT 5PRR; RTR% % RtR iRTR % IR^R %t^ Rffw 
1-4-1972 R RTRR ^tR RTWt tfk 31-3-1 973 %) RRTR ?t% RPtf) WRftI % sftrtR fRRRT RT55TOR ^R Ri RfilR T T RT STWRR 

R 7f 5R 57 0 117 R 5R% % 511771 RftRTpTT 5^t R^ ?f) I 



[tf« tf). tpT, s/73-74] 
%o 5TR1RTRR, RTRRR 
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(OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME-TAX, MADHYA PRADESH) 


C.s.8/73-74 


Bhopal, the 4th August, 1973 

S.O. 2473,— Whereas the Central Government is of the opinion that it is necessary and expedient in Public interest to publish the names 
and other particulars relating to asscssces on whom a penalty of not less than Rs. 5000/- was imposed during the financial year 1972—73 ; 

And whereas in oxaerelsc of the powers conferred by Section 287 of ihe Incometax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) in this behalf on me by 
the Central Government by its order dated 25th March , 1969, I, the Commissioner of Tncomctax, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal hereby 
publish the names and other particulars in Schedules I to 111 hereto annexed 

Scheduu— I 

Assessecs on whom a penalty of not less than Rs. 5000/- in each case was imposed for concealment ol' income during the period 
commencing with 1-4-1972 to 31-3-1973 where no appeals were presented to the Tribunal w ithin the time allowed therefor or where the 
appeals presented have been disposed of during the financial year. 


Si. No. Name & address of the assessee Status Amount of penalty Assessment year for 

which the default 
occurred 


1 2 3 4 ~ 5 



Schedule— II 

Assessees on w hom a penalty of not less than Rs.5000/- in each case was imposed for failure to file the returns of income or to pro- 
duce books of accounts or to comply with the statutory notices during the period commencing with 1-4-1972 to 31-3-1973 where no 
appeals were presented to the AAC/ITAT within the time allowed therefor or where the appeals presented have been disposed of during the 
financial year. 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Shri Ranichand Bhura, Sconi 

Indl. 

5117.00 

1968-69 

2. -do- 

Indl. 

7491.00 

1969-70 

3. -do- 

Indl. 

5044.00 

1970-71 


Schedule-11 I 

Assessecs on whom a penalty of not less than Rs.5000/- in each case was imposed for filing false estimate or not filing voluntary esti- 
mate of advance tax or for non-payment of tax during the period commencing with 1-4-1972 to 31-3-1973 where no appeals were presented 
to the AAC/ITAT w'ithln the time allowed therefor or where appeals presented have been disposed of during the financial year. 

1 2 3 4 T 


Nil 


aTf opa -HAitra 

Wit IT 

frf 17 SPTEW, 1973 

WtoWto 2 47 4, — WEST (ipaarnTT JTTT 'SAHTO ) WT%IT, 

1 9 5 6 % wnM ^rrrr faaj m* awr TNnra wrn 2 

TO 3 tTTW'T 2 W 26-2-7 2 Wt Sl'lfll* 

frpFWW WTTTt, 1972 WT° 693 firatV . 3- 1-1 67 2 % 

tTOW WWttPT if Wffi fawwrw WFfIT # W4 6 if fiTPTTO stfa wfarftTW <r 
enn, : — 

crr'T-aff if wff wwftiPT wit faRNE wawu arh : — ■- 

" 3 1 aptf,. ] 9 5 6 at WWIM gt trip TO iff tPlftJ % thpr tPt 
(gWTTWf 3TTT dNItd) faaara (napr WimTa) wm, 
i972 %WTxnr ttfa % 5 ^ a^'Ff wwfa 1 ” 

[<6I. We 2401 l/ l/73 tfW tpt mtil 
rriTo HK14«IT«n*ft, tfjTF Itft'W 


[No.C.S. 8/73-74] 

K. JAGANNATHAN 
Commissioner of Incometax 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th August, 1973 

S.O. 2474. — In the first amendment to the Control Order 
1972 S. No. 693 dated 3-1-1972 issued under the Textiles 
(Production by Powcrlooms) Control Order, 1956 and pub- 
lished in Part II Section 3 Sub-Section II of the Gazette of 
India dated 26-2-1972 following correction may be inserted 
in Item 6 of the said Control Order: — 

In Form-C the correct amended portion should be read as 
under — . . 

“During the period of one year ending on the 3 1st of 
July, 1956/the period immediately before the com- 
mencement of Textiles (Production by Powerlooms) 
Control (1st amendment) Order, 1972”. 

[F, No. 24011 /1/73-MMF.] 
MANI NARAYANSWAMI, Jt, Secy. 
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wrtii 


(ii) FOtOTWr (gr) FITTO % JWTTSTTT 

(^) f mu mfFr fVtr -jrrffri 


qf fo^ft, lfFtFor, 1973 

VToWTo 2475. — OF: OTTF £ faofa ®rPTtT % farm $rfttF 

tmcn n 7 fR % otfatoo gamy ft trfs'j'O'Hi fo ttj sno 771, 
Frfkr e Ftf, 1985 *t fftfo onf % fair grftm sttoto, 
fsTcr^tT (aaTfxnft foo«pn wk ftrfkpo) fooF, 1994 % famr ( 2 ) 

f FT finw ( 2 ) fTTT OFT Sfitfisra FRF % TTFOF, FFT II, 
or 3, FWST (ii), Flfta 17 'CTTfl, 1973 % fS 877-678 
IT FRF FWR f FO’JO fo^T Hotlt-fO ip ^TietVl Fo tfTTo FTo 490 , 
FtfPl 1 7 OFA'd, 1972 % FtffF JpFTftlF f<PTT tjtt 5f | 

FkoF:, is ftf, 1973 fo? Ftfr Boffrot f, (opfh 

FFtt StFTfacT MOT FFT*0 %, Wt",T7 !T«rT 'J7TTF Ftf OF F; 

wk of:, fof TFm ft afoot srft ft 17 ORatt, 1973 
lit Foror ttt ft of «fr; 

*fk of: tof offt or offt 0 ftf onto fot grro off 
# 5^ f ; 

ff :, fo, ftofF (wifaft Roam Fk f^rfr^m) wf gfooF , 
1963 ( 1963 wn 22) ft unr 6 axrr oof nrfarof tt goto 
iptS jtj, ffiofF fFfkro okao 'ncrof orf % qifopi;, fifto 
tR*tR ft of tto ?tf f onto ff fhf f fkqkr iron 
f fFf ftfrr TTTTTr Ftovoo; cptt TT*fr^fkr |, of fro ftfk% 
otfooF ft FftjxgonT fo ofo ft<> 771, Ftfkr e 

Ftf, 1965 *r fkofafaF Furtao rift ft fo% — 

fff Ffogoot % Ftrsmr *t, “ (®rr) aftffFiftoTFijsft (tffff) 

% faF fokrtfst” ftor % freR FRft f fft Sr fft 

ximiPff oi-i FrjOar f h iM [-1 fFTFfsrftJF oit- 
fkoft tpr: wrfoF ft FEpfr, Fofrj 

fooft: (l) lffftftRT»?Wt % ITT #sfr T^rft 

flR 9T ^7rfT >TT% ukr % TTPT TTT TT ^FT 

?raT JwiT, knr ift ^ iff mfRr at ^rf 

$pfr i *rft iffi Rja : sraftffR ( w-ttowosto ) ^9 

<WI1 ir ¥T0fRT vaf Kflutr fua ir Tuft miRt 1 H%!T q^ff ait 

Fftm aa fqqtt % fair uar ^47^9 forr tit tr |.-- 
tjw o OTi 0 cnf e tT^r e <ft o ft O 


2T 

0-5 

aod if.— 

ttOWfo Tito 

fcrTT ^T?T TPT WX *tTH 

tpfiotTTro 


'fto tffo 

OTR OTSmTrPIT VT jfmrtfpf- 

gtf o«rr faro Tfjpr rfk ofi ottot 

fr i 

(2) 

fair VT d*Tf 

^ 1 9 7 2 WTKJ | | 

rro 

fcm hCmi ^ j? 

05 aRorft Olff% of) TrtT I 1 



05 

Aoiz orkr or) rnffii oar f 

m >t(fl% % aRa fkr Tt *rfqF orrm 
t i 


(>p) utma orr jftr 

HWTTM7 



far-TfjR 

0/^ TT7J 

4 r ^-3?Trf 

iff mr 

5$ OOT fuRKf^TT 

rft ^r 

mu burr rtf^tr 

rb ^ 3) 

'Fflf aoT sfhfl jf 

# ft 

®kft |f, fURTTf^rr OWT 
TTfif 

fi) TT 1 1 

(iff) OfRl 

#mn 

aprof)) 

n 


5ft 


Ft 

srsrt 

ft 

Rf 

i 


ms 

wit 

ft 


OR 

fonniT 


spt^irT 

V 

5WT 

FT 

firtFOX 

tnr 


[¥T* «( 2)/7 1— fkofiToirrqT ftfo^o] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st September, 1973 

S.O. 2475. — Whereas, for the development of the export 
trade of India certain proposals for amending the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Commerce, 
No. S.O. 771 dated the 6th March, 1965 relating to fish and 
fish products were published, as required by sub-rule (2) of 
rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 
1964 at pages 677-678 of the Gazette of India, Part II, Sec- 
tion 3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 17th February, 1973, under 
the order of the Governmeut of India in the late Ministry 
of Foreign Trade No. S.O. 460 dated the 17th February, 
1973, 

And whereas objection and suggestions were invited till the 
18th March, 1973 from all persons likely to be affected 
thereby ; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette were made avail- 
able to the public on the 17th February, 1973 ; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions were received 
from the public on the said draft ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government, after consulting 
the Export Inspection Council, being of the opinion that it 
is necessary and expedient so to do for the development 
of the export trade of India, hereby makes the following 
amendment to the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Commerce, No. S.O. 771 dated the 6th 
March, 1965 namely 

In the Anncxure to the said notification, under the head- 
ing “(A) SPECIFICATION FOR FROZEN PRAWNS 
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(SHRIMPS)”, at the end of the Table and after the existing 
instruction relating to it the following footnote shall be in- 
serted, namely 

“Note — (i) Frozen blocks shall be embedded with a code 
slip bearing the markings of the name of the pro- 
cessor in code, name and type of the product, year 
month and date of processing. In case of indivi- 
dual quick frozen (IQF) packing, the code slip shall 
be placed inside the primary container, An illus- 
tration for making the code slips in the abbreviated 
form is given below ; — 

‘XYFSPD 
2A 05’ 

where, in the above illustration, -- 
XY — name of the processor in code, 

FS = frozen shrimps, 

PD = types of product and in this example it represents Peeled 
and Dc-veincd type, 

2 =a Year of processing and in this example it represents the 
year 1 972, 

A =■ month of processing and in this example it represents - 
the month of January, and 

05 — date of processing and in this example it represents the 
fifth day of the month. 

(ii) The following abbreviations shall be used for (a) type 
of the product, and (b) months of the Year: — 


(a) Type of the Product Abbreviation 

Whole WL 

Headless HL 

Butterfly BF 

Peeled and Develned PD 

Peeled and Undcvoined PUD 

Cooked and Peeled CP 

Peeled, Dcvcincd and Cooked PDC' 

(b) Month Abbreviation 

January A 

Fobruary B 

March C 

April D 

May E 

June F 

July G 

August H 

September J 

October K 

November L 

December M” 


[F. No. G(2)/7i-EI&EP] 

xrptrr 

tffto WTo 247 6 TT % Pintn °mimi< % fv+IA ip ffcftr 

wttt tryk Y ttrpt yTt Tpspift wFagm 

Tfo YT o WT o 2 8 35, mOw 2 1 19 66 if u vfltJT yo) 

% (kfil Yfaw hmT 4 ftprfw (Tufae) tTt frfttiRT) 

pTqW, 1964 $ fTRT 11 Y ( 2 ) iRT ^T'qT 

iffret $ twra, pt j t II 3, twj (II), mfPn 17 
197 3 6 40 TT 'H Rd 4 J 4 1 7 % d 4(9R RTT- 

rpt % tTTZptl Tf° YTo WTo 456, CU fpB 17 4iV«lCl, 1 973 % 
WtfTr JtTTftrtT Fftf rpT ^ fx -i u vi<Ni if ci ^144 h 1 xyivi-i ^77 
mtm % tfiY fr-ii * vfbTT sr tw ^r, furm 

ttP 1 i'J -1 7 1 4 1 TRTRY ^ STfiihT TTT ffTlTY TTPl Ttf «f ; 

V*l J ZTtT: TYT TTnnp 477 Rfn4 I ^W4l YT 17 YTYft, 197 3 

yt ^iw*tr ytt a) t£ <f7 ; 

Vi") < ml: nnui b U t WT$T at TIRT ijt( t! I 

XFT: tnt, OwffT (Wifi!* fTTCRr vVt frf7sRl) wfafTTY, 
1963 ( 1963 YT 22) y7 ttTO 6 STTT 5TRT wfiWTT YT SttfpT 

yv 6 jrr ttyr, f-r^tf-T f-i O wy 9(44 ? it 4 <i*tb yty 


% 'TPIRf, TPT PJ# Tf fit TRY T «mK Y fTYTT Y fatf 

P4T ytyt wfpwy tmT TbPffr ttot <hyk if YThrm 'itrptr 

Yl YT° YTo 2835, TmtT 21 fTTRTT 1966 

P f 5 TF=TFbTfhnT TRflSFT T^rfl (7 ; W«rfT — 

1 . tpt wf mj w q i Y for i b TT-bn ( 3 ) Y tyiy nr 
fn rn fv sn-i) < 1 tnrr x 1 mr 1 , stpfn" — 

“ ( :i) 5T9TT if fpir '<mvfpt rpff Frhmr 

PTo 2553-1971 vrrtrfPt 4PPF ttWIP jpcT *rw- 
TOt 9T 5rrfl ferr nrr tptmtptff tTvhtpff 5Tf(PT, af«t fhf fi, 
4, i'x % fpTT qi 44, farfaTsfi % Yt qi^nni ^nt ^ 1 

[R0 6( 27)/72 ft-ofr;, n«tT fdctfo] 

nrojoaro 'flEnnp-, sprr 


ORDER 

S.O. 2476 Whereas for the development of export trade 

of India certain proposals for amending the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Commerce No. 
S.O. 2835 dated the 21st September, 1966 relating to safety 
Glass were published as required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 
of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964, 
at page 640 of the Gazette of India, Part II — Section 3— 
sub-section (ii), dated the 17th February, 1973 under the 
Order of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Foreign Trade No. S.O. 456 dated the 17th February, 1973 
inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to 
be affected thereby, within thirty days of the publication of 
the Order in the Official Gazette ; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette were made avail- 
able to the public on the 17th February, 1973 ; 

And whereas, no objections or suggestions were teceived 
from the public ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government, after consulting 
the Export Inspection Council being of opinion that it is neces- 
sary and expedient so to do for the development of the export 
trade of India, hereby makes the following amendment to the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Com- 
merce No. S.O. 2835 dated the 21st .September, 1966, 
namely : — 

In paragraph 1 of the said notification, for sub-paragraph 
(3), the following sub-paragraph shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

"(3) recognises the Indian Standard Specification IS: 
2553-1971 for safety glass with subsequent amend- 
ments, if any, issued from time to time by the 
Indian Standards Institution, as the standard speci- 
fication for safety glass”. 

[No. 6(27)/72-EIEPJ 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 


phnWnt fwvm, srtfftpTTff panwn 

fe'ft, 2 1 TIT 19 7.5 

*T0 WTO 2 477.— TtY TRUT (WdltTfiT wfa’fltf'Plt Yl iwft’) 

qfafffm , 1 9 7 1 ( 1 9 1 1 yt 40) yt am 3 am turn TTfimri yt 
5rq>! sprit Jtr TWIT, Tl% ^7 fiRoft T r-R I T 

Tfjsrfepr wfa-ufr y7, tryr % TrTRfipra wfuYR7 *7 'rft^r 
ep ^ TIT, 3TT SlfsifaTT % % 

fi^ir tTnprr wfaTTd frjYi tmfr § tflr wpt (tyt tt' 7 | fr 
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-jh eGfri eje ErfA) A lAe ( 2 ) A Ww Aw qfkrft 
A A sFePtyr At AVerT A Am, TO EfufkR 
A snr irr strik eret irlsmA At eett nrfAtEt ee eeIe 
eAet tgk wftrfrfmr tert 'Ttt tttt er>it i 

ETTof) 

wfwrft w T’TRr’T Aw Efkkt % vrA stk «w- 

ftmr At fetAIe AtEitr 
" 0) " (2)__ 

At ^ufAr err, Efkr, TRpwi <jfA Ak mEfA, At ArftE tou 

AeT EpiR, Wi^TJWT (TEW) At $ Tlk ERJRtT An Efku 

ER'JTT (TWR) At TJ T» 5t 

’T it 1 

[iro!i» 5/ 4 s/ 7 t-A— 6 ( 1 )] 

viOr ijAe, Arym u i v ' '■’ 

ministry of industrial development, 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

New Delhi, the 21st June, 1973 

S.O. 2477. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby ap- 
points the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, 
being an officer equivalent to the rank of gazetted officer of 
Government to be estate officer for the purposes of the said 
Act and further directs that the said officer shall exercise 
the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed, on the 
estate officers by or under the said Act, within the limits of his 
jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in 
column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 

Designation of the officer Categories of public premises 

and local limits of jurisdiction 

(0 ( 2) 

Shri Shushil Kumar, Secretary Land and property belonging to 
Kasturba Seva Mandlr, the Central Government and 

Rajpura (Punjab) given on lease to the Kasturba 

Seva Mandir, Rajpura 
__ ( Punja b) _ 

[F.No. 5/45/7 1-KVI( 1)1 
AB1D HUSSAIN, Joint Secy. 

wmfffi HOT ArtH 

Ef fatAV, 20 WRT, 197 3 
wio wo 2478 — eee mm >r EttfifuE erA)e 
tfGiT (srurarfR^) (APre, 1955 % fafkR 14 A eeWe- 
tR ( 4 ) v wjmr ETTtftE rump Are srt wfsrgkrE Ere wee 
?? fA etfAe Awr (ArA wik AtA wjrjrft A fan he eit- 
EEUTft % V 4 a W£T(lT ET 1 3JErf 197 3 A Ef ETT EeE EET 

_tj~ 

ei^AA E4Tr EirAEtrAY w ecfAe % wk e?Awb) set- 
Ak ErfA er Ak eet m^/srEtwr Aft eiee? 

At trtr/fET-2 43 5 ARE JEWERE Ak wAe Erf EE : 
27-10-1970 ] 4/ 1 Et 5757-1 971 

Apt, froAt- 

EETT trhr, 

ErfteTWTE 

( ^TETEl ) 

[Ao AEoAtof)o/s5.24 3 5] 

y)o 4R ERE, EE-EftErfWF 


(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, the 20th August, 1973. 

S. O. 2478. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of 
Regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification 
Marks) Regulation, 1955, as amended from time to time, the 
Indian Standards Institution, hereby notifies that the licence, 
particulars of which are given below, has been cancelled on 
licencees’ request with effect from I July, 1973 : 

LicenceNo. Name and address Article/Proiess Relevant 
& Date of the Licensee covered by the Indian 

Licence Standard 

CM/L-2435 M/s. Dujodwala Industries, Pirc IS:5757-1971 

27-10-1970 14/1 Mile, Delhi Oil 

Mathura Road, Faridabad 
Haryana) 

[No. MDD/55 : 2435] 

D. DAS GUPTA, Deputy Director General. 


IEEE sAt WE Awiwt 
(WE f*RTE) 

Ef fafft, 14 WEE, 1973 

Wo Wo 2479— YRETr WE (AWE, fi/ESE tfk PtWtl) 

erfafEWT, 1952 ( 1952 W 12) At tJTTT 4 At -3EEm ( 2 ) 
trrvr jtcie nrfArAt w hAEt we gr A^rtu mt ftpjfETE 
relb fttlA 4E At E 4 1 r, '1 1 1 4 (EErftAt) At AUA* eeAT At AtE'ET 
EtE A EERT A *E A E3ES RT fEEEE ARft £ tfk Eft fE^Hf 
Aft | fA ETOf ETER, tfPEE tfrf WE AtJETE (WE (AeTE) 

At stftrgwn Awt w»wo 1416 , ettej 14 wtor, 1972 A 
fARfAfwr AAeje f A e -rmAr, wrk :~ 

EW Xfftigwn A EE Awt 5 Ak ?wtAAt tffirfeAf A ftR 

fERfAPffE SHE WAA, wrfiT - 

“5 At Ato Ao JRAf, etr” 

eet^eet (rtti-OAl ) , 
rAAf fAlAET, 

TTEt 

[EEET Ato 4- 4 ( 2 ) / 7 2] 

EE o Ao EE, fAAsPF 

MINISTRY OF STEEL AND MINES 
(Department of Mine*) 

New Delhi, the 14th August, 1973 

S.O. 2479. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 4 of the Coal Mines (Conservation, 
Safety and Development), Act 1952 (12 of 1952), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shri P. K. Banerjee, Advi- 
ser (Tech.) of Hindustan Steel Limited as a member of the 
Coal Board and directs that the following further amend- 
ment shall be made in the notification of the Government of 
India, in the Ministry of Steel and Mines (Department of 
Minies) No. S.O. 1416, dated the 14th April, 1972, namely — 

In the said notification, for item 5 and the entries relat- 
ing thereto, the following shall be substituted namely: — 

“5, Shri P. K, Banerjee, 

Adviser (Tech,), 

Hindustan Steel Ltd,, Ranchi. Member" 

[No. C4-4(2)/72] 

S. K. DHAR, Director 
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wt?w wfwi fwtftww wwt«w 

(WWW ftlWTW) 


^ Wrf’I t farr %?ftW T-T W?TTORT$ 4 rrT wfarT Wf^T 
WTTft | fwwft faMptfWT WTO 


fcPTt, 6 WTO, 1*7 3 

Wt<° WTo 2480— T^fTTtnT fwfk’n fapHT T? W^ftTO WR, 

^J¥l»n wfuf-m 1 900 ( 1 see tt 5 1 )<rr trrrr 5 % >m (if) ^ *pj- 

WTO *r WTO THTHT tr^m WTOTt f%?, TTTT nfww, WTO 
TO1T r.?TT«T tflt TfTTP' fatftWW WT T5FT WTTO FWI *Pt '-ft WtoWTto 
TTW3W, Wfapsr, WTTW 8THT, wk 'TfkrTT fkftTO 

iluiw £ wpt nr, ttow tfwT fc, Rm^itiT Wtrt 

fmm W* WiJWWH *[TWTW, wwfkf TT WTO WwHtf TRt % I 

[flfo *to 17013/a/7 2-rRo|o (ifto-sfto)] 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 6th August, 1973 

S.O. 24*0. — In pursuance of clause (d) of section 5 of the 
Post Graduate Institute of Medical Education and Research 
Chandigarh Act, 1966 (51 of 1966) the Government of 

India hereby nominates Shri Kartar Singh, Additional Sec- 
retary to the Government of India in the Ministry of Health 
and Family Planning (Department of Health) as a member 
of the Post-Graduate Institute of Medical Education and 
Research, Chandigarh vice Shri C. S. Ramachandran, Sec- 
retary to the Government of India in the Ministry of Health 
and Family Planning, who has resigned. 

[No. V. 1601 1/1 /73-ME(PG)] 


wto wto24si— whr=r wraftw w pt T»h i h T fcwpr, tfrfw 1950 

( 1956 <TT 2 5) WITT 4 (t) * WW/TO *f WTO TTOTT 

ntritePT <ft ttott fwif wwr-wfww, wro ttott, wtto tAt wfrwrc 
fttftww (rtto trow) 5 ft «ft *fto t^o t r n w -ar , wfkr 

wrtw wmnr, wttwt wk wfmr fmfttpr % twt-t tt, 

[ 4 -t'M tWPTTW t fkfT wfhpr Wi srfln wrtjfwStT-T ttfWT-T, wf pi^sfl 
47 WTO WWpfhT ttwA $1 

[tf° ift 1601l/l/7 3-iFT°f 0 ('fklfto )] 
WWT WTW wwf, TT-wfwW 


8.0. 2481. — In pursuance of clause (c) of Section 4 of the 
All India Institute of Medical Sciences Act, 1956 (No. 23 
of 1956), the Government of India hereby nominates Shri 
Kartar Singh, Additional Secretary to the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Health and Family Planning (De- 
partment of Health) as a member of the All India Institute 
of Medical Sciences, New Delhi, vice, Shri C. S. Rama- 
chandrtm, Secretary to the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Health and Family Planning, who has resigned. 

[No. V. 16011/1 /73-ME (FG)J 
AMAR NATH VARMA, Dy. Secy. 


(WTO faWTw) 

wf fk*ft, 21 1973 

WTo WTO 248 2.— 9W TTW-WPtW, 1955 % Wprs 3 

% j»tam ( 1 ) * %wfk wtvk 10 - 7-1973 t tit 


WWW 

1 . aft iftoJft^rTWo ^TST, W<[*R wFwf, WTO ffWf-T, eI-T 
wwraw 1 

tJWTWW 

2. TTs fto "fo <P97, 4177,1 (l ftkTF, WTT ATT TIT^Tt Wit, 

jwtw faWTW, fffa I 

TTO4 

3 . aft WTTo^to tat (ftwft «rtFW *HwTM wEt, ftTOTT, "JRirf, 
TR nay ViTOt , tTOTOT) WWrTpT, Aiwt Wk WTRIT fTpfwftTTWt 
tot WnwInT tirftfwmfPT, % RAfhftr 

a / 3, Pnnwm amjtot i 

4 . sfr ifto rfto WtWTTW , F*«fmT TIT, wwft, 

(ttpttot, wrofor uw Iwr) t^, nnlT f sffr r rttottot 
i)w^ fWWTW tftft^W % farfkrfhTWt % JtfdPrfil 

q)» w» )fo 1676, W>fg WftW Hit, #nraik 880016 

5 . w) «ftww, W1HIAK SOT 91W, WWfV, •JtWi, 

91 fhrfwo wat), 4sfl, wv4^s wk cwr<n> 

srnTmTTWw, Ahgrww (%rw ) watpt ftrlwwkTtrt ^ 

wfttFtfh 1 

8 . «ft t^oflo wrfw, frnr- 
4 rrw 9vsr tk w *^1 slws, 
ww wwwt wwrr^rtfw itlw, w*At 5 

WtWWT, T# teWI -110020 

7 . aft tfoi£T° WWl (wf^TW, Wo ^TWT, WT^ft WTWTT 

ifto lisr fwPtwTai wwtfwkrw, % wit Wwwtrrwt % nfir- 

(trrrt *[o«fto Wrow ww fwfh 1 

tf i aTCW fwfw®, WTTWT 1TOU 

^TT, wWt (W* «ft») 

8 . «ft wt<o tto (wfww,wPr=r fiwkT qrw, w«ft, wriw, 

^rofttr wtw 9fTtsrw <iwtRr- kA «flr woUrr ^ wit 

fbrff wg^tw, fwftwFmft i wfMhfa - 1 

2254 , wwlw 

rwft, ’tftlS'fW, TOTT tlw, 
wf ftwft 110655 

9 aft <fto oN° mcc, AwA ♦n ttw tito *• WHwtw % fwn 
^^wtwrkftwArt?w!Aw^ mpftwt Twit 
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[as- 0 / 4/7 2 -TTtfioTOro;r%-i ata- 2 .] 
tlo RTTs qrlrTOTq, TO-aftra, 

Ministry of Agriculture 
(Department of Food) 

New Delhi, the 2Jst, July, 1973. 

S.O.2482. — Tn pursuanco of the sub-clausc (i) of sec- 
tion 3 of the In nit Products Order, 1953, the Central Government 
hereby constitutes for a period of two years with effect from 16-7- 
73, the Central 1 ruil Products Advisory Committee consisting 
of the following members, namely;— 

CHAIRMAN 

1. Shri G.C.N. Chahal. Joint Secre- 
tary, Department of Food, Minis- 
try of Agriculture. 

VICE-CHATRMAN 

2. Dr, P.K. Kymal, Executive Direc- 
tor, Food & Nutrition Board, 

Department of Food, 

Ministry of Agriculture. 

MLMBERS 

3. Shri P. K. Datta, (M/s. Shri- Representative of syn- 

krishan Datta & Co Calcutta) thctic syrup, vinegar, 
President, Fruit Products Manu- murabba, chutney and 
faclurers Association, 8/3, Vidya- pickles manufac- 

sagorc Street, CALCUTTA-9. turers. 


4. Shri V.B. Obcroi (Editor, Indian Representative of nian u ' 

Food Packer) Messis Kissan Pro- lactures of canned 

ducts Ltd., P.B, No. 1676, Old fruits, vegetables- 

Madras Road, BANGALORE- jams, jellies, mar- 

560016. maladcs and tomato 

product 

5. Shri Thomas, M/s. Malabar Representative of manu- 

Fruit Products Ltd., Adapay, faclurers of canned 
P.O. Bharamanganam, Kotta- fruits, vegetables, 

yam (Kerala). jams, jellies, mar- 

malades and tomato 
product. 

6. Shri N,P. Bhargava, M/s. Mid- Representative of manu- 

lands Fruit antf Vegetable Pro- facturers canned 

ducts, P O, Okhla Industrial fruits, vegetables, 

Estate, OKHLA, jams, jellies, mar- 

NEW DELHI-110020 malades and lomatd 

product. 

7. Shri B. N. Sharma, (Secretary, Representative of small 

U.P. Fruit Manufacturers Asso- scale manufacturers 

eiallon) M/s. U.P, Chemical & of murabbas, chut- 

Fruit Products Ltd., P.O. Eat- ncy and pickles, 

nagar BARELLEY (U.P.) 

8. Shri Y, K. Kapoor, (Secretary, Representative of small 

All India Food Preservers’ Asso- scale manufacturers 
elation) M/s. Northland Indus- of canned fruits, 

tries, 2254, Aziz Building, Chu- vegetables, jams, 

nna Mandi, Paharganj Rajguru jellies and mar- 

Road, NEW DELFI1-1 10055. malades. 

9. Shri P.H. Bhatl, M/s. Kaira Dis- Person possessing sui- 

trict Cooperative Milk Producers table technical quali- 

Union Ltd., ANAND (Gujarat). fications for the 

manufacture of fruit 
products. 

10. Dr. A.G. Naik-Kuradc, M/s Person possessing stil- 

Indo Bulgar Foods (Prop, Crown table technical quali- 
Timber & Foods Pvt. Ltd.,) Indus- 'fications for manu- 
trial Area, Delhi-Meerut Road, facture of fruit pro- 

GHA7IABAD. ducts. 

11. Shri S.Z. Warcic, (Vice-President Representative of ex- 

Processed Foods Export Promo- ports of fruit & 

tion Council) M/s. Tho Tata vegetable products. 

Oil Mills Co, Ltd., Eliava Muddli 

Street, MADRAS-600081. 

12. Shri L.C. Stokes, ‘PREMALS’, Representative of fruit 

Kotgarh, P.O. Thandur, and vegetable grow- 

Simla Hills. ers, 

13. Shri Vishwanatha;, Chairman, Representative of fruit 

Orange Growers Cooperative and vegetable gro- 

Sociely Ltd,, GON1COPPAL. wers. 

14. Dr. B.L. Amla, Director, Central Reptesentatlve of cen- 

Food Technological Research tral Food Technolo- 

Tnstitute, V.V. Mohalla, gical Research Insti- 

MYSORE-570002 trite, Mysore. 

15. Shri Daljit Singh, Director Representative of Dc- 
(Horticulture) Department of partment of Agri- 

Agriculture, Krishi Bhavan, culture. 

NEW DELHI-110001 

16. Shri D.S, Chaddha, Secretary, Representative of Minis- 
Central Committee for Food try of Health. 
Standards, Directorate General 

of Health and Family Planning, 

Nirman Bhavan, 

NEW DELHI-110001. 

17. Shri Daya Nand, Director (Fruit Member-Secretary, 
and Vegetable Preservation;, 

Department of Food, Ministry of 
Agriculture, 

NEW DELffl. 

[No, 9/4/72-FNB. 1 Vol, II.] 

T, R. PARAM, ESWARAN Dy. Secy. 
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wT" 7 9797 flRTPUT 94579 

fSifciT , 1 8 W979, 197 3 

VTo WTO 2483. — 95J f999 TtfiftTO, 1953 (l953 49 
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4 ,; f!4 477497 n /!'l a M l 9T9 4(977987, TTifT 47107 qT^Df WN^fto 

4(7557 4937*9 4979457 wi^ff tit wr Tfinn T 99 94 ; 

D Alt. t I 

[wo TTotf^o 1801 3 / 3 / 7 TffoTffo] 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM & CIVIL AVIATION 

New Delhi, the 18th August, 1973 

S.O. 2483. — .In exercise of the powers conferred by see- 
tion 4 of the Air Corporations Act, 1933 (27 of 19531 the 
Central Government hereby appoints Air Chief Marshal O. 
P. Mehra, Chief of the Air Stall a Director on the Board 
of Air-lndia with immediate effect and until further orders. 

[No, AV 18013/3/7I-AC1 

49o WT° 2 48 4. — -TTJ faTT wffffmrR, 1953 (1953 
TT 27) OT7T 4ST7T 9547 wfwff 49 99>7 4T7i( err, 

%*ff)9 47*997 rrrp' JT7T 9499 % qFlDi?14r, 97o wDrq qy 7 5 | < 

4 1 'i'-4 "Wt WTTA WTtfift TT f f 499 I'A 77(7* (7 9»U rrq -7 sfynr 

% 4(tT irr r ftttm Fr 999 >P 74 ( & 1 

[ 4(0 5o4D 1801 3/3/7 l-RoflTo] 

74 rfYapr $( 4577 , uaan ffGa 

S.O. 2484. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 4 of tho Air Corporations Act, 1953 (27 of 1953) the 
Central Government hereby appoints Dr. Ajit Mozoomdar, 
Director General of Tourism a Director on the Boards of 
Indian Airlines and Air-lndia with immediate effect and until 
further orders. 

(No. AV 1 8013/3/71-AC] 
N. KHOSLA, Joint Secy. 
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940 tr o TTo 9T7T95, W47 9f94 

MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 13th August, 1973 

S.O. 248S.. — The following draft rules further to amend 
the Motor Vehicles (Third Party Insurance) Rules, 1946, 
which the Central Government proposes to make in exer- 
cise of the powers conferred by Section 111 of the Motor 
Vehicles Act, 1939 (4 of 1939) are hereby published as re- 
quired by sub section (1) of section 133 of the said Act for 
the information of all persons likely to be affected thereby, 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be taken 
into consideration after the expiry of fortyfive days from 
the date on which the Gazette copies containing the said 
draft rules are made available to the general public. 

Any objections or suggestions, which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft rules before 
the date specified above, will be considered by the Central 
Government, 

Draft Rules 

1. These rules may be called the Motor Vehicles (Third 
Party Insurance) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 1 5 B of the Motor Vehicles (Third Party Insu- 
rance) Rules, 1946, — 

(i) in sub-rule (2), for the words and figures "a sum 

of Rs. 100/- per vehicle", the words and figures 
“a sum of not less than Rs. 100/- per vehicle” 
shall be substituted; 

(ii) to sub-rule (3), the following proviso shall be added, 

namely; — 

“Provided that if uny Authority, other than the Cen- 
tral Government, is of opinion that the amount 
of rupees twelve lakhs or Rs. 1500 per vehicle 
for the entire fleet of vehicles, whichever is less, 
is not adequate, it may, with the previous ap- 
proval of the Central Government, continue the 
annual payment beyond rupees twelve lakhs or 
Rs. 1500 per vehicle as the case may be.” 

[No. 41-TAG(2)/71) 
N. A. A. NARAYANAN, Under Secy. 
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[#0 nr^-o 12012/147/72,-^0 WTT° 3] 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9lh July, 1973 

S.O, 2486. — Whereas the Central Government is of opini- 
on that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Bank of Buroda and their workmen in respect 
of the matter specified in die Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Cen- 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi constituted under 
section 7 A of the said Acf, 


SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
Baroda tn promoting Shri A. K. Sharma clerk 
to the post of Special Assistant with effect from 
the 21st December, 1970 and not from the first 
August, 1970 is justified 7 If not, to what relief 
Is he entitled 7” 

[No. L. 12012/147 /72/LR III] 
New Delhi, the 18th August, 1973 

S.O. 2487. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industiial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Khas Badjna Colliery ol Messrs. Western Bengal Coalflleds 
Limited, Post Office Nirsuchatti, District Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 7th August, 1973. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1. DHANBAD 

Tn the matter of a reference under section 10(1 )(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 84 of 197! 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Khas 
Badjna Colliery of Messrs Western Bengal Coalliclds 
Limited, P. O, Nirsachatti, (Dhanbad). 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT: 

Mr. Justice D. D. Seth (Retd.), — Presiding Officer. 


APPEARANCES: 

For the management. — Shri B. Dasandi, Sub-Area 

Manager with Shri D. Narsingh, Advocate. 

For the Workmen: — Shri Kanai Mondal & Shri Subhns 
Mondal with Shri Niaz Hussain, Secretary, Bihar 
Koyla Mazdoor Sabha, Nirsn Branch. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, the 1st August, 1973 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. 2/95/70- 
LRH dated New Delhi, the 15th December, 1971 passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said order 
and the said schedule runs as follows: — 

“Whether the action of the management of Khas Badjna 
Colliery of Messrs Western Bengal Coalfields Limit- 
ed, Pojt Office Nirsachatti, District Dhanbad in 
stopping the workmen Sarvashri Kanai Mandal and 
Subhas Mandal from the 28th February, J970 and 
the 23rd February, 1970 respectively from work 
was justified? If not, to what relief arc these work- 
men entitled?”. 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memo- 
randum of settlement dated 21-7-1973/1-8-1973 has been 
tiled in Court. 1 have gone through the terms ol settlement 
and 1 find them quite fair and reasonable. There is no 
reason why an award should not he made on the terms and 
conditions laid down in the memorandum of settlement. I 
accept it and make an award accordingly. The memorandum 
of settlement shall form part of the award. 

3. let a copy of the award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer, 

BEFORE THE HON'BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
DHANBAD 

Reference No. 84 of 1971 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to Khas Badjna Colliery P. O. 
Nirshachatti, District, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen 

JOINT PETITION OF COMPROMISE 
-<oth the parties aforesaid beg to submit as under: 

(1) That the above matter is pending before the Hon'blc 
Presiding Officer for adjudication. 

(2) That the matter has not yet been heard by the Hon 
ble Presiding Officer and the next date has been fixed 
on 1-8-1973. 

(3) That without prejudice to the respective stands taken 
by the respective parties in the written statements, 
both the parties have come to an amicable settle- 
ment, out ol court, on the following terms: — 

(a) S/Shii Kanai Mondal and Subhas Mondal the two 
workmen herein concerned will be allowed to resume 
work at the colliery concerned within a fortnight 
from the date this petition is submitted before the 
Hon'ble Presiding Officer, as and when they report 
to the Manager of the colliery. 

(b) 'I he said two workmen concerned and named in 
para (a) above will be placed in category I on the 
starting basic salary as per recommendations of 
Central Wage Board for the Coal. Mining Industry 
with elleet from the date they report for work as 
stated in the previous para. 

(c) That the two concerned workmen shall not claim 
any wages for the period of their unemployment or 
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back wages whatsoever and that their services will 
be counted as from the date they resume duty as 
per para (a) above. 

(d) That this agreement resolves the aforesaid dispute 
finally and that there is no dispute subsisting between 
the parties any longer. 

(4) That the Hon'ble Presiding Officer may be pleased 
render a No-dispute Award in the aforesaid matter. 

Sd /- ILLEGIBLE 
THE SUB AREA MANAGER MUGMA WEST 

(1) Signature of (Sri Kttnai Mondal) 

(2) Signature of (Sri Subhas Mondal) 


Singh by their Order No. 2/76/69-1. U1I dated the 27th August, 
19(i9 referred the said dispute with respect to the matters 
specified in the schedule of reference under Section 10(1 )(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 to this Tribunal for 
adjudication. The schedule of reference is extracted below : — - 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of Khas Dharma- 
band Colliery of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery 
Co. (P) Limited, P.O. Malkera, Distt. Dhanbad in 
refusing work with effect front the 22nd February’68 
to Sri Bara Mahindcr Singh, Coal Cutting Machine 
Inchargc and subsequently dismissing him from 
Company’s services with effect from the 21st Novem- 
ber. 1968 is justified? If not to what relief is the 
workman entitled?” 


The Workmen concerned 


Dated : 21-7-1973 
Witness : Sd/- ILLEGIBLE 
Dated ; 21-7-73 


Sd/- Illegible 
For the Management 
Dated : 21-7-1973 


[No. 2/95/70-LR II] 


S.O. 2488.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the Khas Dharma- 
band Colliery of Messrs Khas Dharmaband Colliery Company 
Private Limited, Post Office Malkera, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 8th August, 1973. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 61 of 1969. 


Present i 

Sri B. S. Tripathi, 

Presiding Officer. 

Parties i 

Employers in relation to Khas Dharmaband Colliery of 
M/s. Khan Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Limited, P.O. 
Malkera, Distt, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workman Sri Bara Mahindcr Singh, Ex-Coal Cutting 
Machine Inchargc. 

Appearances t 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri Jagir Singh, General 

Secretary, Mine Karmachari Sangh, P.O. Hirapur, 
Distt. Dhanbad. 

On behalf of Employers — For : 

(1) Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd. — Shri B. 
Joshi, Advocate. 

(2) Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., 
8, Nctaji Subhas Road, Calcutta (impleaded as a 
party by Order dated 20-7-70) Sri B, Joshi, 
Advocate. 

(3) Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. (impleaded as a party as 
per Order dated 23-3-1972). — Sri S. S. Mukhcrjec, 
Advocate. 

Industry: Coal State ; Bihar 

Dhanbad, the 31st July, 1973. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment & Rehabilitation (Department or Labour & Employ- 
ment) being of the opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Khas 
Dharmaband Colliery and their workman Sri Bara Mahinder 


2. The reference was received in this Tribuanl on 6-9-1969 
and was registered as reference No. 61 of 1969 on that dale. 
The industrial dispute in question wax raised by the concerned 
workman, namely, Sri Bara Mahinder Singh, himself before 
the Conciliation Officer and the case before this Tribunal was 
taken up by him. The concerned workman filed his 
written statement on 18-9-1969 and the employers’ written 
statement i,c. the written statement filed by Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery Co. (P) l imited, was received in the Tribuanl on 
17-11-1969. On 29-12-1969 the workman filed rejoinder to 
the said written statement of the employers. 

3. On 20-7-1970 the concerned workman filed a petition to 
implead M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation 
Limited alleging that the ownership of the colliery in question 
in the mean time had been transferred to this company and on 
this petition the Tribunal after hearing the parties impleaded 
M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation Limited as 
a party to the present proceeding as per Order passed on that 
very day. The added company filed written statement on 
24-9-1970. During the pendency of the present proceeding 
the management of the colliery in question vested in the 
Central Government under the Coking Coal Mines (Emergency 
Provisions) Act, 1971 (Act No. 64 of 1971) and by Lhc pro- 
visions of same Act the Bharat Coking Coal Limited came 
in possession of the colliery in question besides olher collieries. 
Accordingly the workman filed a petition on 4-2-1972 to im- 
plead Bharat Coking Coal Limited. After hearing the parties 
and also the said company, the Bharat Coking Coal I imbed 
was impleaded as a party to the present proceeding as per 
Order No. 21 dated 23-3-1972, The Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited filed their written statement on 29-4-1972. Workman 
filed rejoinder to the written statement of M/s. Sethia Mining 
& Manufacturing Corporation Limited on 4-2-1972, 

4. The case of Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Limited 
is that the concerned workman Sri Bara Mahinder Singh was 
sent to Central Hospital, Dhanbad on 8-12-1967 for extraction 
of tooth and thereafter he did not turn up to his duty and 
remained absent without informing the management a, id with- 
out obtaining permission to be absent during the pet tod from 
9-12-1967. Accordingly, it is stated, chargeshcet dated 
30-1-1968, for unauthorised absence, was issued to the work- 
man which was sent to him through registered post but he 
did not submit any reply. It is stated that he came to the 
colliery on 7-3-1968 when he was asked to join his duty and 
to submit explanation to the chargeshcet, but he neither sub- 
mitted explanation to the chargcshect nor lie joined his duty 
on that date and he, however, agreed to report for duly on 
1 1-3-1968. He did not join duty on 11-3-1968 also. On 
18-3-1968 a letter was issued to him to submit explanation 
to the chargeshcet within three days but he did not submit the 
same. Accordingly a departmental enquiry to enquire into 
the charge against him was ordered and on 8-6-1968 notice 
was given to the workman to attend the enquiry on 15-6-1968 
on which date the woikman did not turn up. However another 
chunce was given to him to attend the enquiry on 23-7-1968 
at 3 P.M. He did not (urn up on that date also. Again the 
enquiry was adjourned to 5-8-1968 and the workman was 
informed of the same but he did not turn up on that date as 
well. The departmental enquiry in the circumstances was held 
cx-parte in the absence of the workman and the Enquiry 
Officer after examining witnesses on behalf of the manage- 
ment submitted his report saying that the charge levelled 
against the workman had been established and the workman 
was found guilty of the charge, The Director of the Company 
accepted the enquiry report and ordered for dismissal of the 
workman with effect from 21-11-1968. Accordingly, the 
allegation is that the dismissal of the workman with elfect 
from 21-11-1968 was justified. So far ns refusing work to 
the workman with effect from 22-2-1968 is concerned the case 
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of the company is that the workman never turned up to woik 
on 22-2-1968 or on any day thereafter and as such the ques- 
tion of refusing work to him with effect from 22-2-1968 does 
not arise. A formal plea has also been raised to the cilect 
that the present dispute being an individual dispute it is beyond 
the purview of the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 and so the Centra) Government had no jurisdiction to 
take the reference in question under Section 10(1) (dl of 
that Act. The prayer, accordingly, is to decide the dispute 
in question in favour of the management, 

5. The case made out by the workman in his written state- 
ment Is to the effect that due to sickness, severe toothache 
and stomach trouble he was admitted in the Central Govern- 
ment Hospital, Dhanbad on 8-12-1967 and remained (here 
under treatment upto 21-2-1968 when he was found medically 
fit to resume duties by the Medical Officer, Central Hospital, 
Dhanbad. It is said, the workman thereafter reported to the 
Manager of the Colliery on 22-2-1968 for duty but he was 
not allowed to join. The workman submits that no charge- 
sheet was issued to him on the basis of which the management 
Is alleged to have made a departmental enquiry. He, however, 
admits that he received an enquiry notice dated 8-6-1968, 
sent to him by the management of Khas Dharmaband Colliery, 
on 1 1-6-1968 and on 12-6-1968 the concerned workman report- 
ed to the management that no chargesheet had been given 
to him and asked the management to adopt proper procedure 
in the mutter of conducting departmental enquiry. The work- 
man slates that Sri J N. Jadav, the Enquiry Officer, said to 
him that there was no necessity of issuing chargesheet and 
even no enquiry would be held if he (the concerned workman) 
would put his thumb mark on u fresh appointment Icttci. 
The workman declined to accept the proposal of Sri Jadav 
and submitted his wrilten representation dated 12-6-1968 in 
response to the letter dated 8-6-1968- of the management, said 
above. It is alleged that no reply was given to the workman’s 
letter dated 12-6-1968 but a further enquiry notice was issued 
to him on 24-7-1968 fixing 5-8-1968 as the date of enquiry. 
On 5-8-19t68 the workman made a written representation to 
the management expressing his inability to attend the enquiry 
cm 5-8-1968 and requested the management to adjourn the 
enquiry to some other date. The workman did not receive 
any reply to his letter dated 5-8-1968 and all of n sudden he 
received the letter of the management dated 21-11-1968 dis- 
missing him from service with ellect from that date. It is 
stated (hat the workman was not given any chargesheet nor 
was he given any opportunity to defend himself or to adduce 
evidence in the departmental proceeding and the action of the 
management was against the principles of natural justice and 
as such the order of dismissal passed against him by the com- 
pany should be set aside und the workman be reinstated with 
full back wages after deciding the industrial dispute in question 
in his favour. 

6. The case of M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corpo- 
ration Limited is to the effect that this company took over 
management of the colliery in question with effect from 
22-10-1969 and accordingly they are not liable for the acts 
and omissions of the previous management prior to that 
date, They deny also in general manner till the allegations 
of the workman. The workman has filed rejoinder to the 
written statement of M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing 
Corporation Limited in which they have staled that the said 
company is bound by the order that may be passed in ihe 
present proceeding. The written statement tiled by Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited is to the ellect that Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited is in no way liable or responsible for any act ul the 
past management prior to the date of taking over of the 
colliery in question under Act No. 64 of 1971 which came 
into force on 16-10-1971. 

7, In the present proceeding some documents on behalf of 
the management have been marked on admission of the work- 
man and some other documents have been exhibited after 
they were formally proved. The management also examined 
2 witnesses, MVV-1 & MW 2. MW-1 Sii Cliinmoy Guha 
was Asstt. Manager of Khas Dharmaband Collieiy from 
1963 to March, 1969. He had conducted the departmental 
enquiry to the chargesheet framed against the conceited work- 
man. MW-2 is Sri J. N. Jadav who is now working ns Senior 
Stenographer attached to Sub-area Manager. I rum his evi- 
dence it appears that during the relevant time he was working 
as Stenographer and P.A., of the Manager of the collierv. 
On behalf of the concerned workman 4 documents Exts. W-l 
to W-4 have been marked on admission. No other document 
has been exhibited on his behalf. The workman has rot exa- 


mined himself nor has he examined any witness on his behalf. 
The employers closed Iheir evidence as early as on 14-9-19/2 
from which dale ihe case was adjourned to 31-10-1972 for 
evidence on the side of the workman and argument. From 
31-10-1972 the case was adjourned from time to lime at the 
instance of the workman and ultimately 27-6-1973 was fixed 
us the final date for hearing. On this date too the workman 
did not turn up nor anybody on his behalf was present nor 
any step on his behalf was taken. Accordingly further hearing 
of the case was taken up under Rule 22 of the industrial 
Disputes Rules (Central), so far as the concerned workman 
was concerned. The evidence on the side of the concerned 
workman was closed on that date and arguments on the side 
of the employers were heard. 

8. 1 would like to mention here that the main reference 
which has been referred to this Tribunal for decision is com- 
prised of two parts, namely, (1) the justification or otherwise 
of the refusal of work to the concerned workman with effect 
from the 22nd February, 68 and (2) the justification or other- 
wise of the dismissal of the said workman from company's 
services with effect from the 21st November’1968. 

9. T'lic dispute in question is no doubt an individual dispute. 
From the copies of the proceedings before the Conciliation 
Officer prior to the reference, sent to the Tribunal along with 
the reference, and from the reference itself it will uppeur 1 hat 
the dispute was raised by the concerned workman himself 
und at no stage any union or any group of workmen took up 
the case of the concerned workman. Apparently, therefore, 
the dispute in question does not come within the purview of 
(Industrial dispute) as defined in Section 2(k) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. Of course, an individual dispute can become 
an industrial dispute if any union, of which the concerned 
workman is a member, or a group of workmen take up the 
case of the concerned workman, and in the present ease 
neither any union nor any group of workmen have taken up 
the case of the concerned workman at any stage. That being 
the position the dispute in question remains an individual dis- 
pute und not an industrial dispute within its definition in 
Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1 may mention 
here that according to Section 2(h), in order a dispute may he 
an industrial dispute, it must be between the workmen and 
the employers and not between individual workman and the 
employers. There is however exception to Section 2(k) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act in view of the provisions of Section 
2(A) of that Act. Under Section 2(A), if any employcr 
dischaiges, dismisses, retrenches or otherwise terminates the 
services of an individual workman, any dispute or difference 
between thut workman and his employer connected with, or 
arising out of, such discharge, dismissal, retrenchment or 
termination shall be deemed to be an industrial dispute, not- 
withstanding that no other workman nor any union of work- 
men is a party to the dispute. Thus this provision docs away 
with the requirements of espousal of an individual dispute for 
converting it into an industrial dispute when a dispute or 
difference arises out of discharge, dismissal, retrenchment or 
otherwise termination of services of an individual workman. 
Apparenlly, this provision is an exception to the definition of 
industrial dispute in Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. 

10. In the light of the provisions in Law, mentioned above, 
we shall nuw consider the dispute that has been referred to 
the Tribunal for decision. The reference has been made 
under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act accord- 
ing to which, before making the reference by the Government, 
the pre-requisite condition is the existence of an industrial 
dispute. I have already said above that the dispute referred 
to the Tribunal consists of two parts and 1 have set out the 
parts separately. The first part relates to the alleged refusal 
of work to the workman from a particular date. So far as 
this part is concerned it cannot be termed as an industrial 
dispute according to the Facts and circumstances in this case, 
already referred to above. Again, it does not come within the 
purview of the provisions of Section 2(A) of the Act. This 
part ol the relerence relates to a dispute which is out and 
out an individual dispute and as such the reference made to 
this Tribunal by tho Central Government for a decision re- 
garding the alleged refusal of work under Section 10(l)(d) 
of the Act is bad in Law and accordingly this Tribunal does 
not get jurisdiction to decide that part *of the reference. It 
comes to this, therefore, that the reference made by the 
Central Government for a decision as to the justification or 
otherwise of Ihe action of the management of Khns Dharma- 
band Colliery of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) 
Limited m refusing work to Sri Bara Mohinder Singh from 
22-2-1968 is without jurisdiction of the Central Government 
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and consequently this Tribunal also gets no jurisdiction to 
decide the said matter. Jn that view of the matter the Tribu- 
nal cannot give any award with respect to the first part of the 
main reference as stated above. 

11. So far as the second part of the reference Is concerned, 
it does come within the purview of the provisions of Section 
2(A) of the Industrial Disputes Act in os much as an indivi- 
dual dispute will be treated as an industrial dispute under the 
Industrial Disputes Act if the case comes within the provisions 
of that Section. Thus, l overrule the objection raised on 
behalf of employers regarding the want of jurisdiction of the 
Central Government to moke reference to the Tribunal under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Act and want of jurisdiction of the 
Tribunal to decide the same and pass award with respect to 
the justification or otherwise of the dismissal of the concerned 
workman Sri Bara Mahinder Singh with effect from 21-11-1968. 

1 find that the reference is quite in order so far as this part 
of the reference is concerned. 

12. Ext. W-2 is the letter dated 21-11-1968 of the Manager 
of Khas Dharrnaband Colliery to the concerned workman 
intimating him that on an enquiry into the charge levelled 
against him as per chargcshcct No. KD/24(W) /245/6S dated 
31-1-1968 and show cause Notice No. KD/24(W) /440/68 
dated 18-3-1968 issued to the workman, the charge had been 
established and the management after considering the evidence 
before the Enquiry Officer came to the conclusion that the 
workman was guilty of the charge and accordingly the work- 
man was dismissed from service with immediate effect after 
obtaining approval in this regard from the Director of the 
Company. I may mention here that the date of (he charge- 
sheet mentioned in the letter of dismissal is a mistake for 
30-1-1968 as will appear from the copy of the chargesheet on 
record marked Ext. M-5. M-6 is the show cause notice 
which is referred to in the dismissal letter. It appears from 
the record that a departmental proceeding, was drawn up on 
the basis of the said chargeshect and show cause notice which 
were enquired into by the Enquiry Officer Sri Chinmoy Guha, 
Asstt. Manager (MW-1), The enquiry was made in the ab- 
sence of the concerned workman. The Enquiry Officer held 
the enquiry on 5-8-1968 on which date he recorded the state- 
ments of 2 witnesses of the management, namely, Sri Gobind 
Singh, Time-Keeper and Sri M.H.A. Mallick, Manager of the 
Company (vide enquiry proceeding Ext. M-7). Ext. M-8 Is 
the enquiry report dated 8-8-1968 of the Enquiry Officer to 
the management of the colliery stating that the charges against 
the concerned workman had been established and the con- 
cerned workman accordingly was guilty of the charges. Ext, 
M-10 is the letter dated 18-11-1968 of the Director of the 
Company to the Manager approving dismissal from service of 
Sri Bara Mahinder Singh, the concerned workman, who was 
found guilty in the departmental proceeding. Then follows 
the letter oF dismissal Ext. W-2, already referred to above. 

13. The chargeshect Ext. M-5 was to the effect that the 
concerned workman was absenting from duty from 9-12-1967 
which constitutes a misconduct under Sub-clause 16 of Clause 
27 of the Certified Standing Orders of the colliery. The show 
cause notice which was also enquired into in the said depart- 
mental enquiry by MW-1 is to the effect that the Manager of 
the colliery asked the concerned workman, when the latter 
approached the former, to resume duty from the 1st March, 
but the concerned workman did not report for duty and ab- 
sented from work without giving any information whatsoever. 
The letter is dated 18-3-1968. Taking the original charge and 
subsequent show cause petition together it comes to this that 
the charge against the concerned workman was unauthorised 
absence from duly from 9-12-1967 atlcast uplo 18-3-1968. 
Ext. M-ll is the copy of the certified Standing Orders of the 
company. Under Sub-clause 16 of Clause 27 of the said 
Standing Orders continuous absence without permission and 
without satisfactory cause for more than 10 days amounts to 
misconduct on the part of the concerned workman on account 
of which the workman may be suspended, fined or dismissed 
from service. Clause 28 of the Standing Orders runs as 
follows : — 

"No orders or punishment by way of suspension, dismissal 
or fine shall be made unless the employee concerned 
is informed in writing of the alleged misconduct and 
Is given an opportunity to explain circumstances 
alleged against him '* 

Natural justice also requires that before a departmental en- 
quiry with respect to a charge against an employee is made. 


the employee must be informed of the charge, so that he may 
get an opportunity to explain to the management against the 
Charge levelled against him. If the material of such charges 
arc not disclosed to the workman, the enquiry will not be 
inconformity with the rules of natural justice and the whole 
enquiry will be vitiated for non-observance of the same. 

14, In the present case the definite case of the workman is 
that he was not giveh any chargesheeL nor Hny show cause 
notice was given to him as alleged by the management. 
According to the employers the chargesheet dated 30-1-1968 
and the show cause notice dated 18-3-1968 were sent to the 
concerned workman under postal registered cover with acknow- 
ledgement due. This is also the statement of MW-2 Sri J. N. 
Judav, the then Stenographer of the Manager. From the 
statement of this witness in cross-examination it will appear 
that he is not a competent witness on this point and it will 
be unsafe to base decision on the point of despatch of the 
chargesheet and the show cause notice under registered cover 
to the concerned workman and the service thereof on the 
oral testimony of this witness, The statement of MW-2 in 
cross-examination is that the Despatch Clerk is in the charge 
of issuing letters in question meant for the workman and 
after obtaining the signature of the Manager he sent these 
letters to the Despatch Clerk for despatch. The witness fur- 
ther states in cross-examination that it is the duty of the 
Despatch Clerk to keep the letters inside the cover and then 
to send the same to the postman for posting. In view of this 
statement of MW-2 in cross-examination no importance 
should be attached to his statement in examination in chief, 
already referred to above. The Despatch Clerk has not been 
examined by the management and no reason has been given 
lor the same. Again, the legistration receipts that might 
have been granted by the Post Office while posting the regis- 
tered covers containing the alleged chargesheet and the alleged 
show cause notice, have not been filed to show that actually 
such registered covers were made over to the Post Office. 
The management have filed one receipt of acknowledgement 
Ext. M-6 /A addressed to Sri Bara Mahinder Singh and it 
purports to bear the postal seal dated 21-3-1968. Accord- 
ing to MW-2 this acknowledgement receipt relates to the 
registered letter containing the show cause notice, the copy 
ot which is Ext. M-6, already referred to above. I have 
already said above that he is not a competent witness on 
the point. Further assuming for the sake of argument, but 
not accepting, the above statement of MW-2 to be correct, 
the receipt Ext. M-6/A docs not appear to have been 
granted by the addressee. The receipt purports to have been 
signed by one Sri K. Prasad and there is nothing on record 
to connect this Sri K. Prasad with the concerned workman. 
Again, the signature of "K. Prasad" has not also been proved 
in this ease. There is thus no evidence to prove that the 
show cause notice in question was served upon the concerned 
workman. I here is no evidence whatsoever to prove that 
the chargeshect aforesaid was received by the workman 
concerned. In view of the discussion made above I find 
that the management have not been able to prove that the 
chargeshect in question and also the show cause notice in 
question were despatched under registered covers and they 
were received by the concerned workman Sri Bara Mahinder 
Singh. That being so, it must be held that the workman 
did not get opportunity to explain the charge against him 
before the departmental enquiry against him was started. 
In view of this finding the departmental enquiry held against 
the workman on the basis of the alleged chargesheet and 
the show cause notice must be held not to he in conformity 

with the rules of natural justice and as such the entire 

enquiry is vitiated. Of course, from the case made out 
by the workman in his written statement it appears that he 
had notice of the date of departmental enquiry. The En- 
quiry Officer held enquiry on 5-8-J968 and in the written 

statement of the workman it is stated that he was served 

with a notice ot the said date of enquiry but on that date 
the workman sent an application for adjournment. Ext. 
M-3 is the adjournment petition in question addressed to 
the Manager of the Company and is dated 5-8-1968 when 
Ihc enquiry was held and It is purported to hove been, 
received by the Manager on 11-8-1968. It cannot therefore 
be said that the Enquiry Officer was not justified in holding 
enquiry on the date fixed l.e. on 5-8-1968. Be that as ft 
may, since the basis of the departmental enquiry was not 
brought home to the workman concerned and the workman 
was nol given opportunity to explain his conduct with res- 
pect to the charge the whole departmental enquiry must he 
set aside as being against natural justice. Accordingly the 
report of the Enquiry Officer finding the workman guilty of 
the charge is also set aside. 
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15, It is next to be decided ns to whnt the position is 
after reference to the Tribunal regarding justification or 
otherwise of the dismissal of the concerned workman passed 
by the management, I have already quoted above Clause 
28 of the Certified Standing Orders of the Company. 1 
consider it necessary to restate the same at this place. The 
said clause provides : — 

“No orders or punishment by way of suspension, dis- 
missal or fine shall be made unless the employee 
Concerned is informed in writing of the alleged 
misconduct and is given an opportunity to explain 
circumstances alleged against him 

It is to be noted that the standing orders of the company in 
question being duly certified under employments Standing 
Orders Act, the provisions therein will have statutory force 
governing the relationship of the employer and employee 
and both the employer and the employee are bound by the 
terms contained in the Certified Standing Oidcrs. Clause 
28 of the Standing Orders in question, quoted above, con- 
tains mandatory provision prohibiting passing of any ordet 
or imposing any punishment upon the employee by the 
employer by way of suspension, dismissal or fine unless the 
employee has been informed in writing of the alleged mis- 
conduct for which the order or punishment has been made 
and the employee is given an opportunity to explain the 
circumstances alleged against him. The said provision con- 
fers substantive right upon the employee atld in my opinion 
the said provision can not be said to be a matter of proce- 
dure out and out. If the statute prohibits a thing to be done 
and if it is done inspite of the prohibition, the action must 
he held to be void and illegal. In the present case I have 
already shown above that the management had not served 
the chargcshect or the show cause petition asking the con- 
cerned workman to explain the alleged misconduct, which 
was the subject matter for investigation in the domestic en- 
quiry. There is also nothing on record o show that at any 
time before the order of dismissal of the concerned workman 
was passed, the said workman was informed in writing of 
the alleged misconduct and was given an opportunity to 
explain circumstances alleged against him. Tn that view of 
the matter the order of dismissal passed against the concerned 
workman must be held to be void and 1 hold accordingly, 
The order of the management being abinitio void the ques- 
tion of justifying the same before the Tribunal after reference 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act does not 
arise. 

16 In this connection reference may be made to the 
decision of their Lordships of the Supreme Court in the ca.se 
of Bata Shoe Co. (P) Limited and D. N. Ganguly, reported 
in 1961(1) L.L.J. 303. In this case ns a result of depart- 
mental enquiry, which was held cx-parte, some of the work- 
men were dismissed from service. The Tribunal, after 
reference, found that the chargesheet was not issued at all 
to some of the concerned workmen and in case of some 
others it was not proved that the chargesheet, though issued, 
was served on (hem. The departmental enquiry was held 
ex-parte in the absence of the concerned workmen. In that 
case the relevant standing order provided as follows : — - 

“Any workman charged with an offence under these 
orders, except in cases of lateness and absenteeism, 
shall receive a copy of such charge but in all cases 
will be given an opportunity of offering his ex- 
planation before any decision is arrived at.” 

There was no proof that any opportunity was given to the 
concerned workman of offering their explanation before the 
decision of dismissal was arrived at. The Industrial Tribunal, 
In view of these facts, set aside the order of dismissal of the 
said workmen and ordered for their reinstatement. Their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court agreeing with the findings 
arrived at by learned Industrial Tribunal confirmed the order 
of the Tribunal selling aside the order of dismissal of the 
workmen passed bv the employers and reinstating them. 
This decision of their 1 ordships of the Supreme Court 
applies in all fours to the facts of the present case. I fully 
rely upon this decision to support my order mentioned in 
the previous paragraph. 

17. In view of the findings recorded above my answer so 
far as the first part of the reference is concerned, namely, 
whether the management was iustified in refusing work to 
the concerned workman from 22-2-1968 was iustified or not, 

I do not record any opinion on the same, for the reasons 
already mentioned above, as being without jurisdiction of 
the Tribunal. So far as the second part of the reference is 


concerned, my answer is that the management of Khas 
Dharmaband Colliery of M /s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery 
Co. (P) Limited was not justified in dismissing Sri Bara 
Mahindcr Singh, the concerned workman, from the service 
of the Company with effect from the 21st November, 1968. 

18. The next question that arises for consideration is as 
to what relief the concerned workman is entitled to. In 
view of my finding that the order of dismissal of the con- 
cerned workman was wrongful he is entitled to be reinstated 
to his post with full back wages, besides other benefits he 
is entitled to during all this period i.e. from the date of 
dismissal upto the date of reinstatement. It is to be noted 
that during the pendency of the present reference the 
colliery in question was nationalised under Cocking Coal 
Mines Nationalisation Act, 1972 (Act 36 of 1972) and the 
colliery vested In the Central Government and under the 
provisions of the said Act it vested with the Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited with effect from 1-5-1972. The Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited have accordingly been impleaded in the present 
reference. According to Bharat Coking Coal Limited they 
are not in any way liable for the illegal acts or ommission 
on the part of the outgoing employers and the question of 
reinstatement of the concerned workman by them in case 
the order of dismissal of the workman be found to be 
wrongful does not arise. It is also submitted on their behalf 
that they arc not liable for any back dues of the concerned 
workman as against the outgoing employers. 

19. In this connection reference may be made to Clause 
17(1) of Act 36 of 1972 which provides as follows : — 

“Every person who is a workman within the meaning of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, and has been, 
Immediately before the appointed day, in the em- 
ployment of a coking coal mine or coke oven plant, 
shall become on and from the appointed day, an 
employee of the Central Government, or, as the 
case may be, of the Government Company in which 
the right, title and interest of such mine or plant 
have vested under this Act, and shall hold office or 
service in the coking coal mine or coke oven plant, 
as the case may be, on the same terms and condi- 
tions and with the same rights to pension, gratuity 
and other matters as would have been admissible 
to him if the rights in relation to such coking coal 
mine or coke oven plant had not been transferred 
to, and vested in, the Central Government or 
Government company, as the case may be, and 
continue to do so unless and until his employment 
in such coking coal mine or coke oven plant is 
duly terminated or until his remuneration, terms 
and conditions of employment are duly altered, by 
the Central Government or the Government com- 
pany.” 

In view of my findings that the order of dismissal of the 
concerned workman was wrongful, the workman shall be 
deemed to be in the service of the colliery even on and 
from the alleged date of his dismissal and will be deemed 
to continue in service uptil now. Section 3(a) of the said 
Act as defined “appointed day” to mean the 1st day of 
May, 1972. Apparently therefore the concerned workman 
will be deemed to be in service of the colliery in question 
on 1-5-1972 and according to Section 17(1) quoted above 
he will be deemed to be an employee of the Government 
company, namely, Bharat Coking Coal Limited in the present 
case, on and from 1-5-1972. In that view of the matter 
the Bharat Coking Coal Limited are bound to reinstate the 
concerned workman in the colliery in question in view of 
the order already passed. The concerned workman will 
report for duty within one month from the date of publica- 
tion of this award, failing which the Bharat Coking Coal 
l imited will not be bound to reinstate him in the colliery 
and the concerned workman in that case will not be entitled 
to wages since after the date of expiry of one month from 
the date of the publication of this award. 

20. As to the liability for back wages reference may be 
made to Section 9(1) of Act 36 of 1972 which provides 
that every liability of the Owner, Agent, Manager or Manag- 
ing Contractor of a coking coal mine in relation to any 
period prior to the appointed day shall be the liability of 
such Owner, Agent, Manager or Managing Contractor, as 
the case may be, and shall be enforceable against him and 
not against the Central Government or the Government 
company, In view of this provision the outgoing employers, 
namely, M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Limited, 
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and their transferee Scthia Mining and Manufacturing Cor- 
poration Limited will be jointly and severally liable for the 
wages of the concerned workman from the date of dismissal 
if. from 21-11-1968 upto 30-4-1972 and from 1-5-1972 the 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited will be liable for the back wages 
of the concerned workman till the date of his reinstatement, 
subject to what is observed above. 

21. This is my award. Let the award be submitted to the 
Central Government under Section 15 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. 


The dispute has now been settled between the parlies. The 
terms of the settlement are incorporated in the memorandum 
of settlement dated 2-8-1977 which has been presented to 
me. H is duly signed by the representatives of the parties and 
has been verified before me. The terms of the settlement 
are just and fair and 1 make my awaid in accordance with 
the aforesaid terms. I he Memorandum of settlement dated 
2-8-1973 will form part of the award. 

S. N. KATJU, Presiding Officer. 

4-8-1973 


B. S. TRIPATHI, Presiding Officer. 

[No, 2/76/69-I.Rfl.] 


S.O. 2489 In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 

Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the followwing award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Ballar- 
pur Collieries Company, Post Office Ballarpur, District 
Chandrapur (Maharashtra) and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 8th August, 
1973. 


FORM H 
[; See Rule 58] 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 


Representing employers: 

1. Shri R. K. Singh, 
Labour Officer, 

Coal Mines Authority, 
Wardha Valley Area, 
Chandrapur. 


Representing Workmen. 

1. Shri R, C. Partdey, 
Vice President, Maha- 
rashtra Pradesh Rash- 
triya Koyala Khadan 
Kamgar Sangh 

Chandrapur, 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 1NDUSTR1AE TRIBUNAL 
CUM LAOUR COURT JABALPUR 

Dated August, 4, 1973 

PRESENT: 

Mr. Justice S. N. Katju. — Presiding Officer. 

Ref. Case No. CGIT/LC(R) (17) /72 
(Notification No, E/22012/4/72-LR1I, dated 4-5-1972) 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Ballarpur 
oliieries Company, P. O. Ballarpur, District — Chand- 
rapur (Maharashtra) and their workmen represented 
through the Maharastra Pradesh Rashtriya Koyala 
Khadan Kamgar Sangh, Ballarpur Branch, Jatpura 
Cute, Ward No, 4, P. O. Chandrapur (Maharash- 
tra ) . 

APPEARANCES: 

For employers.— Shri R. K. Singh, Labour Officer. 

For workmen. — Shri Gulab Gupta, Advocate & Shri 
R. C. Pandey, Vice-President, Maharashtra Pradesh 
Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Kamgar Sangh. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mine DISTRICT : Chandrapur 

(Maharashtra) 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) of the Indust- 
tial Disputes Act, 1947. The question referred to this Tri- 
bunal as set out in the Schedule to the reference is 

“Whether the action of the management of Ballarpur 
Collieries Company, Post Office Ballarpur, District 
Chandrapur (Maharashtra), in not admitting Shri 
Umesh Prasad Verma, to work as Clerk in the esta- 
blishment is justified? If not, to what relief is he 
entitled and from what date? 

The Maharashtra Pradesh Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Kam- 
gar Sangh had raised a dispute with regard to Shri Umesh 
Prasad Verma of Ballarpur Colliery before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Nagpur. It was contend- 
ed on behalf of the workmen that management of the Colliery 
had not allowed Shri Verma to work as a Clerk from 
9 10-1971. The management contended that Shri Verma was 
a badli worker in the Colliery and had worked in that capa- 
city only. The conciliation proceedings bfeore the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) ended in failure. There- 
after the matter was referred to the Central Government 
which referred the dispute to this Tribunal. After the 
nationalisation of the Colliery in January, 1973 the Union 
approached the management to reconsider Shri Verma's case. 


SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE : 

The Vice-President, MPRKKK Sangh had raised a dispute 
with the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Nagpur 
regarding Shri Umesh Prasad Verma of Ballarpur Colicry. 
The matter came up for conciliation proceedings before the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner on 29-11-1971 and 30-12-1972 
when the Union alleged that the Management of Ballarpur 
Colliery was not allowing Sri Verma to work as a Clerk 
from 9-10-1971. The contention of the Management was 
that Sri Verma was engaged in Ballarpur Colliery as a Badli 
Worker ancl has worked in that capacity only. 


Since the conciliation proceedings ended in failure, the 
matter was referred by the Central Government for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cwn-Labour 
Court, Jabalpur From 31st of January 1973, all the non- 
coking coal mines in the company have been nationalised 
and in the changed circumstances the Union has approach- 
ed the Management to reconsider Sri Verma's case sympathe- 
tically and after prolonged discussions the following settle- 
ment has been arrived: — 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT : 

1. The Management has agreed to place Sri Umesn 

Prasad Verma in Clerical Grade II (205—7 — 275 — 
10 — 325) of the Coal Mines Wage Board Recom- 
mendations with a starting basic stilary of 
Ks, 240 p. m. with effect from 15-8-1973. 

2. It is also agreed that to start with Sri Verma will be 

posted at Ballarpur Colliery. 

3. Jt is further agreed that the period of absence from 

duty of Sri Verma at Ballarpur Colliery from 
9-10-1971 upto 14-8-1973 will be treated as leave 
without pay. 

4. The Union has agreed that not to claim any wages 

for the period mentioned ubove under term No. 
3. 

5. The Management agreed to pay a lump sum of 

Rs. 800 (Rupees Eiijht hundred only) to the union 
towards the expenditure incurred in this case. 

6. Both the parties have agreed to file this settlement 

before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
ritm-T abour Court, Jabalpur with a request to give 
an Award in terms of the settlement, 

7. This settles all claims regarding the concerned dis- 

pute. 

Signature of Parties: 

Representing employers: Representing workmen: 

R. K. Singh R. C, Pandey 
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Witnesses: 


AWARD 


1. Sd/- K. Ashok Kumar, V.stt Controller of Accounts 

CM A, Ballarpnr. 

2. Sd/- M. K. Ranganuthan, Secy., C.O , Ballarpm. 

Date : 2-8-1973. 

Place : Chanda. 

Copy by registered A/d. to:— 

1. The Secretary, Government of India, Ministry of 

Labour, New Delhi. 

2. The Chief Labour Commissioner, (C), New Delhi, 

3. The Regional T abour Commissioner, (C), Bombay. 

4. The Asstt. Labour Commissioner, (C), Nagpur. 

VERIFIED BEFORE MF. 

Sd/-S. N. Katju — Presiding Officer. 

4-8-1973. 

Sd/- R. K. Singh 
Sd/ R. C. Pandey. 

Sd/-Umesh Prasad Vcrma. 

PART OF THE AWARD 

S. N. KATJU — Presiding Officer. 

4-8-1973 

[No, L-22012/4/72-LRIL] 

S.O. 2490.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government here- 
by publishes the following award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Madras in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the First National City Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 14th 
August, 1973, 


The issue Toi adjudication is whether the management of 
the Mrst National City Bank, Mount Road, Madras was jus- 
tified in withdrawing the additional duly of telex operator 
from Shri S. Selvaraj with effect from 18-7-1972. 

2. Shri S. Selvaraj was appointed as a typist in the George 
Town branch of the Bank of Madras. This was in April, 

1966. He, was then placed as Clearing Clerk. Thereafter, by 
memorandum dated 24-9-1968, called staff rotation (Ex. M-l), 
he was transferred as Cable Clerk/Telex Operator with effect 
from 26-9-1968. It would appear that the Mount Road 
branch of the Bank which was opened on 26-9-1968, had 
telex facility. Admittedly, Shri Selvaraj continues in the post 
of a typist and is yet to be promoted to a higher cadre. It 
is not denied that he is one of the 3 typists in the Mount 
Rond branch and that he is the senior-most. By a memoran- 
dum dated luly 17. 1972, the management transferred Shri 
Salvaraj from the Cables to the Bills Department with effect 
ftom 18-7-1972 (Ex. M-3). As result of (his transfer, he 
lost the special allowance of a telex operator, as shown in 
cage 14 of Ex. W-5, the bi-partite settlement between certain 
banking companies and their workmen, dated 19-10-1966. 

3. The oidci of the management, namely Ex. M-3, which 
has had (he effect of withdrawing the duties of a telex 
operator from Shri Selvaraj, is impugned by the workman on 
four grounds. It is first contended that the withdrawal of 
the allowance contravenes the provisions of Section 9-K of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, and is thus invalid. The second 
contention is that the withdrawal of this benefit Is because of 
certain allegations against him, which Shri Selvaraj had not 
the opportunity to repudiate, and that the management has 
not sought to substantiate those allegations. The third 
ground of attack is that the withdrawal of the work of telex 
operator and entrusting it to another junior employer, amounts 
to victimisation and unfair labour practice on the part of the 
management and hence is not bonafide. Lastly, it is contended 
that the withdrawal amounts to demotion, resulting in mone- 
tary loss to Shri Selvnrnj, without observing the principles of 
natural justice. 


BEFORE TH1RU G. GOP1NATH, B.A., B.L., 
Presiding Officer 
Industrial Tirbunal, Madras 
(Constituted by the Central Government) 
Wednesday, the 1st day of August, 1973 
Industrial Dispute No. 14 of 1973 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under section 
10(1) (d) ot the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
between the workmen and the management of First 
National City Bank, Mount Road Branch, Madras- 


BETWEEN : 

The workmen, represented by 

The General Secretary, First National City Bank Staff 
Association, 15/16, Kondi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

AND 

The Manager, Frst National City Bank, Mount Road 
Branch, 153, Mount Road, Madras— 2, 


REFERENCE: 

Order No. L. 12012/6/73-LR. III., dated 26-2-1973 of 
the Ministiy of Labour and Rehabilitation, Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment, Government of 
India, New Delhi, 


f 1 for final hearing on Wednesday 

the 2.th day of luly, 1973 upon persuing the rcferenct 
claim and counter statements and all other material papers o 
recoicl and upon hearing the arguments of Thiruvalargal B.E 
Doha and A. L. Somayai, Advocates for the workmen and c 
Thtruvalargai M. Uttama Reddi, V. Thiiumal Rao and C 
Soundarajan, Advocate for the Management and having stoo 
following t "' S day consldenitl °n, this Tribunal made th 

64 G of 1/73—6 


4. As to the first contention that the withdrawal of func- 
tional allowance to Shri Selvaraj is violative of Section 9-A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, it is first necessary to turn 
to Ex. W-5, which governs the matter. Chapter V thereof 
deals with special allowances. Para 5(2) sets out the special 
allowances payable to workmen other than subordinate staff. 
Telex operators are one among them. It is clear from para 
5(6) that the special allowance is intended to compensate the 
woikman for the performance of certain additional duties and 
functions, requiring greater skill or responsibility, over and 
above the routine duties and functions of a workman In the 
same cadre. Appendix B in Ex. W-5 enumerates the work 
of n telex operator, which is operating of telex machines on 
regular assignment, which would attract a special allowance, 
para 5(9) is important. It reads as follows : 

“A workman will be entitled to a special allowance only 
so long as he is in charge of such work or the per- 
formance of such duties which attract such allow- 
ance. Whether a workman can be asked to cease to 
do such work or discharge such duties and conse- 
quently cease to draw such allowance, will depend 
upon the terms of his employment. For instance 
a workman who is employed permanently as a Head 
Clerk or Stenographer cannot be deprived of his spe- 
cial allowance by asking him to work as an ordi- 
nary clerk or asking him not to work as a Head 
Clerk or Stenographer. If, however, a recipient of 
a special allowance wants to give up the work or 
duties which entitled him to the special allowance, 
he shall if his request is granted, cease to draw the 
special allowance.” 

There can be no doubt that it is the above paragraph which 
is to prevail. It is clear therefrom that the workman will be 
entitled to special allowance only when he is in charge of 
the work of the telex operator and the question whether 
he can be asked to cease to do this work and draw such 
allowance will depend upon the terms of this employment 
Ex. M-l, by which Shri Selvaraj was asked to do the work 
of Cable Clerk-cam-telex operator, w r as until further notice 
The illustration given in para 5(9) would show that the 
management is not precluded from asking him to cease to 
do the woik of a telex operator, 



2938 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER I, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 [Part II— 


5. Section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes Act says that 
a notice of change should be given whenever it is proposed 
to make any change in the conditions of service of workman, 
The object of the section is to prohibit an employer from 
making any change in the conditions of service applicable to 
his workmen in respect of any matter, specified in the 4th 
schedule, unless he has complied with the conditions men- 
tioned therein. The argument on behalf of the workman 
is that the payment of special allowance to Shri Selvaraj 
falls under item 3 of 4th schedule (compensatory or other 
allowances), and this being a condition of service applicable 
to him, he cannot be deprived of the special allowance with- 
out complying with the provisions of Section 9-A. Admitted 
ly there has been no compliance with that Section. In my 
opinion, it is not at all correct to say that the payment of 
special allowance to Shri Selvaraj Is a condition of his service. 
He became entitled to the special allowance by virtue of his 
being transferred as Cable Clerk-cum-telex operator. It is 
admitted by Shri Selvaraj, in his evidence as W.W. 1, that 
there is no separate cadre of telex operator in the Bank. 
It is not denied that the operation of the telex machine is only 
as additional duty assigned to clerks or typists, as the case 
may be. Under para 5(9) of Ex. W-5, which has already 
been set out, Shri Selvaraj will be entitled to special allow- 
ance only when he is in charge of the work of telex opera- 
tor. The contention that this is a condition of service is 
certainly not tenable, since it is open to the management to 
ask Shri Selvaraj to cease to do the work of a telex operator, 
by transferring him to another branch. The learned counsel 
for the workmen has invited my attention to the decision of 
the Supreme Court reported in “Indian Overseas Bank Limit- 
ed Vs. Their Workmen" (1) In support of his contention 
that the withdrawal of this special allowance could attract 
Section 9-A. But that was a case in which the Head Cashier 
of the Chandni Chowk Branch of the Indian Overseas Bank 
was in receipt of “key allowance" of Rs. 15 a month. This 
allowance was started in the Bank on 15-9-1958, after the 
Sastri Award, but not as a consequence of it. The key al- 
lowance was stopped from 1-12-1962, The Desai Award did 
not include “key allowance” in the special allowances pay- 
able to cashiers. Since none of the allowances mentioned 
covered the “key allowance”, it rested with the Bank to conti- 
nue or discontinue it. The matter was accepted by the Bank 
as a' matter of good will. The Supreme ourt held that 
in as much as the Bank had accepted to pay the “key 
allowance" as a gesture of good will, it must be treated as a 
term and condition of service of the Head Cashier, to whom 
It was admissible and that consequently, under Section 9-A 
of the Act, notice of change in the condition of service per- 
taining to the cashier concerned had to be given before it 
could be stopped. That certainly is not the case here, where 
the matter, for the reasons already mentioned, is squarely 
governed by para 5(9), which gives the discretion to the 
management to ask Shri S. Selvaraj to cease to do the work 
of a telex operator. The contention that Section 9-A of the 
Act Is attracted to this case has to be rejected. 

6. The management has, in its rejoinder, set out certain 
reasons for transfeiing Shri Selvaraj from the Cables depart- 
ment to the Bills department. It is apparently the unsatis- 
factory work of Shri Selvaraj, as reflected in Ex. M-2, M-8 
and M-9. These documents have been marked by consent. 
They show that Shri Selvaraj’s work as Telex Operator was 
not satisfactory. As W.W. 1, Shri Selvaraj has refuted the 
allegations in F.xs. M-2, M-8 and M-9. These documents ate 
relied on by the mahagemefit only to show that the transfer 
of Shri Selvaraj to the Bills department was not done in an 
arbitrary or capricious manner. To put it differently, he was 
withdrawn from the work of Telex Operator, which he was 
discharging, because of certain lapses on his part. It cannot 
be contended with any force that Shri Selvaraj should have 
been given an opportunity to meet the allegations contained 
In Exs. M-2, M-8 and M-9 or that at least before this tribunal, 
the management should have substantiated those allegations be- 
fore justifying the transfer of Shri Selvaraj. This is not a case 
where any disciplinary action has been taken against Shri 
Selvaraj by the management. They have only transferred 
him from one section to another, which is a managerial func- 
tion. The management could have done it even without 
assigning any reason, despite the fact that the transfer invol- 
ved Shri Selvaraj ceasing to draw a special allowance. The 
transfer being one in the discretion of the management, it 
cannot be assailed for the reason that no opportunity was 
given to him (Shri Selvaraj) to repudiate the allegations made 
against him with regard to his functioning as a Telex Opera- 
tor. Apparently, the management did not want to take any 
disciplinary action against him for his lapses as Telex Opcrn- 
(Tj'F.E.Rr 1969(18)-P. 108 . 


tor, blit were satisfied by transfering him to another depart- 
ment. 1 can find no substance in the contention that Shri 
Selvaraj should have been given an opportunity to meet the 
allegations contained in Exs. M-2, M-8 and M-9, before 
tiansferring him. 

7. The further contention is that this is an act of victimiza- 
tion by the management for the trade union activities of Shri 
Selvaraj. He has staled that he was connected with the Bank 
Staff Associaton, either as President or Secretary, till 1972. 
He has not, tn so many words, said that his transfer to the 
Bills department is a measure of victimisation by the manage- 
ment. No doubt there is an allegation in the claim state- 
ment that the withdrawal of the work of Telex Operator 
from Shri Selvaraj amounts to victimization and unfair labour 
practice, and that it has been resorted to by the management 
not in bona fide exercise of discretion. The management has 
denied this allegation. As early as in August, 1972, the 
management has, in Ex. W-4, denied that Shri Selvaraj’s 
trade union activities had provoked by the management to 
withdraw the operator’s duly from him. There is no basis 
for this allegation. In fact, Exs. M-2, M-8 and M-9 would 
show that the management had sufficient justification to trans- 
fer him to the Bills department and that this was done in the 
bona fide exercise of its discretion and not whimsically. The 
case of victimization has. in my view, no legs to stand upon. 
The learned counsel for the management submitted that he had 
filed Exs. M-2, M-8 and M-9 only to show that there were 
complaints against the work of Shri Selvaraj in the Telex 
branch and that he was transferred to the Bills department 
because of it. 

8. So far as the last contention is concerned, namely, that 
his trunsfer to Bills department as typist is a demotion, it 
has to be remembered that throughout, he has been a typist, 
and he continues in that post. He is yet to be promoted to 
a higher cadre. He continues to do the same work as a 
typist in the Bills department. Thus, there Is absolutely no 
force in the contention that he has been demoted as a typist 
by virtue of Ex. M-3. In the claim statement, it Is not con- 
tended that he has been demoted from the post of a clerk to 
that of a typist, but what is stated is that withdrawal of the 
work of a Telex Operator from him amounts to demotion, 
and that it is a punitive action. For reasons already stated, 
there is no question of the withdrawal of the functions of 
Telex Operator from Shri Selvaraj being a punitive action or 
amounting to his demotion. He can get his special allow- 
ance only when he does the work of u telex operator, and 
when that work ceases, it follows automatically that he 
cannot draw that allowance. In this connetion, the learned 
counsel for the workman has relied on Ex. W-2, a letter from 
the manager to the Bank Staff Association, in which it has been 
stated that all individuals performing functional allowance 
positions prior to 25-2-1971 and continuing to perform those 
functions after that date, will continue to do so. Shri Selvaraj 
was appointed to a functional allowance position, long before 
February, 1971. It is therefore contended that there was no 
justification for the management, in the light of Ex. W-2, to 
withdraw the duties of Telex Operator, carrying special 
allowance, from Shri Selvaraj. In the very same letter, deal- 
ing with special allowances, the manager has stated that even 
though seniority will be given its agreed priority, that will not 
be the main criteria for appointment to these positions. I 
can find nothing in Ex. W-2 which disentitles the management 
from transferring Shri Selvaraj to the Bills department. 

9 In the result, an award is passed that the management is 
justified in withdrawing the work of Telex Operator duties 
from Shri Selvaraj, with effect from 18-7-1972, 

Dated, this 1st day of August, 1973. 

G. GOPTNATH, 
Industrial Tribunal 

Witnesses Examined 

For workmen 

W.W. 1— Thiru S. Selvaraj. 

For management : None. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED 

For workmen 

Ex. W-l /24-9-1968 — Memorandum issued to the staff about 
rotation. 
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Ex. W-2/6-7 — 197 1 — Letter from the management to the 
union regarding posting of staff to 
Branches, promotions, special allow- 
ance etc. 

Ex. W-3/22-7-1972 — Letter from the union to the manage- 
ment about the transfer of WAV. 1. 

Ex. W-4/10-8-1972 — Letter from the management to the 
union, in reply to Ex. W-3. 

Ex. W-5/19-10-1 966 — Settlement on the Industrial disputes 
between certain Banking Companies 
and their workmen. 

Ex. W-6/14-4-1972 — Telex message No, 8685 (in the Incom- 
ing cables Register). 

Ex. W-7 / 1 2-10-1970 — Settlement between Indian Banks' 
Association and All India Bank Emp- 
loyees’ Association. 

For Management 

Ex, Ml /24-9-1968— Similar to Ex. W-l. 

Fx. M-2/8-3T972 — Telex message. 

I x, M-3/I7-7-1972 — Memo issued to WAV. 1 transferring 
him to Bills department. 

Ex. M-4/22-6-1971 — Letter from the union to the Manage- 
ment about the transfer of Thiru Jam- 
bunathan, an Authorised signer from 
Calcutta Branch. 

Ex. M-5/28-G-1971 — Letter from the union to the manage- 
ment regarding extra stall recruitment 
and promotions. 

Ex M-6/1-7-1971 — Letter from the Union to the management 
about the transfer of Thiru Jambuna- 
than, promotions, special allowances 
etc., 

Ex. M-7/31-12-1971 — Memo for prsonal flies abuot he per- 
formance of W.W. 1. 

Ex, M-8/14-4-1972 — Memo issued to W.W. 1 about the pro- 
cessing of telex messages. 

Ex. M-9/26-5-1972 — Memo issued to W.W. 1 asking him to 

explain for not preparing the outgoing 
messages. 

Ex. M-10/1 1-8-1972 — Memo issued to W.W. 1 about his 
incomplete jobs, 

Ex. M-l 1/20-1 1-1972 — Memo issued to WAV. 1 asking him 
to explain the reason for non-attend- 
ance on 16-11-1972. 

NOTE: — The parties are directed to take return of their 
document/s within six months from the date of the 
award. 

G. GOPINATH, 
Industrial Tribunal 
[No. L. 12012/6/73-LR 111] 

New Delhi, the 20lh August, 1973 

S.O. 2491, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the man- 
agement of Messrs Lodna Colliery Company (1920) Limited, 
Post Office Jliaria, District Dhanbad and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 14th 
August, 1973. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD, 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No, 36 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Lodna Colliery Company (1920) Limited, Post 
Office Jharla, District Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present t 

Mr. Justice D. D. Seth (Retd,), — Presiding Officer. 
Appearances : 

For the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, 
Advocate with R. V. K. Rao. 

For the Workmen — Shri S. P. Singh, General Secre- 
tary, Khan Mazdoor Congress with Shri Awadhesh 
Tewari. 

State : Bihar Industry i Coal. 

AWARD 

Dhanbad, dated the 9tb August, 1973. 

The present reference arises out of Order No, L-2012/ 
196/71-LRII dated New Delhi, the 12th October, 1972 pass- 
ed by the Central Government in respect of an Industrial 
dispute between the parties mentioned above. The subject 
matter of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to 
the said order and the said schedule runs as follows : — 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs Lodna 
Colliery Company, Post Office, Iharia, District Dhan- 
bad, in dismissing Shri Awadhesh Tewari, Dust-in- 
charge, with effect from the 29th March, 1971 is 
justified? If not whether the workman has a 
claim to be taken back in service by Messrs Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, Dhanbad, in whom now the 
management of Lodna Colliery vests? To what 
relief is the workman entitled to?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memo- 
randum of settlement, dated 7-8-73 has been filed in Court. 
I have gone through the terms of settlement and I find them 
quite fair and reasonable. There is no reason why an 
award should not be made on the terms and conditions laid 
down in the Memorandum of Setlement. I accept it and make 
an award accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall 
form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry as re- 
quired under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No. 1, DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 36 of 1972 

Employers in relation to Lodna Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workman 

That without prejudice to the respective contentions the 
parties the dispute in the above reference has been 
amicably settled as follows : — 

1, That Awadhesh Tewari, the concerned workman is 

already appointed in Burragarh Colliery of M/s. 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, as an Overman 
since 1-5-1971. 

2, That as the concerned workman is already working 

and drawing his wages before the actual date of 
dismissal namely 1 5-6-197 L, tficir can be no claim 
for reinstatement or back wages arise. 
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3. That the employeis ha\c agreed to pay a .sum of 
Rs. 100 (Rupees One Hundred) only towards the 
cost of this proceeding to Sri S. P. Singh, the re- 
presentative of the concerned v, oilman. 

Jt Is therefore, humbly prayed that the above terms ot 
compromise may kindly he accepted and an Award passed 
in terms thereof. 

For Workman lor Employers. 

S. P. SINGH S. S. MUkHERJfcE 

General Secretary, R. V. K. RAO 

Khan Mazdoor Congress 

AWARSESH TEWARI 
Concerned workman. 

S.O. 2492 In pursuance of section 17 of tire Industrial 

Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, rn the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the man- 
agement of Lakurka ColUerv, Post Office Katrasgaih, Dis- 
trict Dhnnbad and (heir workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 16th August, 1973. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1 AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No, 28 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to Lakurka Colliery, Post Olhee 
Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad, , 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Mr. Justice D. D, Seth (Retd.) — Presiding Officer, 

Appearances t 

For the management — Shri S. S. Mukhcijee, Advocate. 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd.— Shri S. S. Mukherjee, 
Advocate. 

For the Wotkmen — Shri S. Das Gupta, Advocate, with 
Shri Parcsh Nath Chatterjee, the concerned work- 
man. 

State: Bihar Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated, the 9th August, 1973 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/20I2/28/ 
72-LRI1 d.ded New Delhi, the 26th August, J972 passed 
by the Central Government is respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter 
of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows : — 

“Whether the action of the management ot Lakurka 
Colliery, Post Office Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad 
at present under the management ot Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited in stopping Shri Pjresh Nath Chatter- 
jee, Lap Lamp Repairer from duty with effect (rom 
(he 21st October, 1971 is justified'.' If nol, to what 
relief is the woikmnn entitled'.’" 

2, The dispute has been settled out of Corn! A memo- 
randum of settlement has been filed today in Comi. I fi.ixc 
gone thiough the terms of settlement and I find (hem quite 
fair and reasonable. There is no icnson why an award should 
not be made on the teims and conditions laid down In Ihe 


Memorandum of settlement. 1 accept it and make un award 
accordingly. The memorandum of settlement shall form 
pail of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Central Gov- 
ernment under seclion 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 

BEEORE THE HON BLE PRESIDING OFFICER 
( ENTRAE GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. I) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of: 

Reference No. 28 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to Lakurka Colliery. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Memorandum of Settlement 

All the patties In the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated: 

(1) That Sri Paresh Na.h Chatterjee (Cap Lamp Re- 

pairer) the workmen concerned in the present Re- 
ference has already been working since 13-10-1972 
in Narainpur Colliery and with the amalgamation 
of the said Narainpur Colliery with Koontlih Col- 
liery which now belongs to Bharat Coking Coal 
Dd., the services of Sri Paresh Nath Chatterjee 
have been transferred to Kooridih Collieiy w.e.f. 
25-6-1973. 

(2) Thai Sri Paicsh Nath Chalterjec has no claim for 

his reinstatement. He shall however be given the 
benefit of the continuity of service. The manage- 
ment has also agreed to pay a sum of Rs. 500 
(Rupees Five hundred only) to Sri Paresh Nath 
Chullcijce as ex egrntia. 

(3) That Sri S Das Gupta a representative of the 

workmen shall be paid a sum of Ks. 100 (Rupees 
one hundred only) towards the cost of the pro- 
ceedings. 

It Is therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept the settlement and give its awards interms 
thereof. 

For the Employeis For the Workmen 

Bhnntt Coking Coal Limited. 

[No. L-2012/28/72-LR1L] 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1973 

S.O. 2493— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the management of 
East Nimcha Colliery, Post Office Jaykaynagar, District Burd- 
wan and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 17th August, 1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 71 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of East Nimcha 
Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Preseut : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 
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Appearances : 

On behalf of Management— Absent, 

On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

Statei West Bengal, Industry: Coal Mine. 


AWARD 

By Order No. L/19012/77/72-LRII, dated 6th December, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour &, Employment), 
referred the following dispute existing between the employers 
in relation to the management of East Nimclia Colliery and 
their workmen, to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely : 

“Whether the demand of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, G.T. 
Road, Post Office Asanso), District Burdwan that 
the wotkmcn mentioned in Schedule II are entitled 
to be taken back in service, by the management of 
East Nimcha Colliery, Post Office Jaykaynagar, Dis- 
trict Burdwan and paid full wages with effect from 
the 26th December, 1971 is justified ? If so, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled to and from what 
date ? 


SCHEDULE 11 


1 . 

Surcndra Sarnia 

Lamp Room Incharge 

2. 

Rumeswur Sarma 

Munshi 

. Barisan <fc Rambaiisan 



Chowdhui y 

Banksman 

4. 

Mohon Chowdhui y 

Trammer 

5. 

Baleswar Sarma 

Timber Mistry 

6. 

Ramraj Chowdhury 

Loader 

7. 

Ramsuhahan Misra 

Pump Khalast 

8. 

Sadfk Mia 

I oader 

9. 

Anant Pandey 

Munshi 

10. 

Jogendar Singh 

Banksman 

11 . 

Kishandeo Sarma 

Pump Khalasi 

12. 

Parma Chowdhurl 

T rammer 

13. 

Jangbahadur Chowdhury 

Trammer 

14. 

Ram Pranesh 

Banksman 

15. 

Sankar Chowdhury 

T rammer 

16. 

Chandrika Chowdhury 

Trammer 

17. 

Ramkixhan Harijan 

Loader 

18. 

Sri Ram Chowdhury 

S. Trammer 

19. 

Ramchandra Chowdhury 

H. Khalashi 

20. 

Jaigobind Chowdhury 

Banksman.” 


2. The notices were issued upon the management and the 
Organising Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, G, T. Road, 
P.O. Asansol, District BUrdvvarv. The management appeared 
by filling a statement of case but the workmen did not appear, 
in spite of service of notice through the Organising Secretary 
of the Union concerned, nor filed any written statement. On 
6-7-1973 a joint petition purporting to be a memorandum 
of compromise was filed befoie this tribunal for being record- 
ed. On 9-8-1973, the date fixed for lecoidmg the comprorm-e 
neither the management noi the workmen appeared through 
the union, or otherwise than through the union. 

3. The compromise cannot be recorded since the dispute 
referred to for adjudication is not, according to law, an indus- 
trial dispute under See. 2(k) of the I.D. Act, and as such, the 
reference of the dispute cannot be entertained and adjudicated 
upon by this tribunal even on compromise. The reasons 

ill c . — 

4. It has been held already in Reference Case No. 103 of 
1971 and No. 67 of 1972 (vide awards already published in 
the Gazette of India) that the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
AITUC, P.O. Asansol, District Burdwan is not a registered 
trade union. The Organising Secretary of such an organisa- 
tion purpoted to lcpresenl the woikmen as a member of the 
executive of a registeied trade union before the Conciliatory 
authority while the demand relating to the dispute had been 
laid by such Organising Sercctary before the Conciliatory 
Authority. The conciliation failed. Upon Ihe failure of the 
conciliation report, the Central Government exercised juris- 


diction to refer the dispute in the issue us constituted in the 
order of icfcrcncc lor adjudication by this tribunal. The 
Organsing Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, 
by his representation before the conciliatory authority that he 
was a member of the executive of a registered trade union, 
committed fraud upon the Statues, i.e. the Indian Trade 
Unions Act, 1926 and the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The 
Conciliatory Authority as well as the management took it 
for gi anted that the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, P.O. 
Asansol, Distiict Bind wan was a registeied trade union and 
that the Organising Secretary of such an organisation was one 
of the members of the executives of such a lawfully registered 
trade union. But in fact and in law, the trade union was 
found in Refeience Case No. 103 of 1971 as being not a 
registered trade union wherefor the Organising Secretary was 
not a member of the executive of a icgistered trade union. 
The workmen, involved in the dispute, were not, theiefore, 
mcmbeis of a registered hade union. So, the fraud by false 
representation that was made by Ihe Oiganising Secretary of 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, before the concilatory 
authority vitiated the conciliation proceedings. That fraud 
affected the Central Government's action in deciding that an 
industrial dispute, as constituted in the issue appearing in the 
order of reference diu, as if exist, under the law, anu, there, 
upon, referred the dispute for adjudeiation by this tribunal. 
Fraud vitiates everything. The dispute, that was sponsored 
by the Organising Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, acting 
as It were that he was an office bearer of a registered trade 
union was thus vitiuted by the fraud of the Organising Secre- 
tary of the said trade union, and the dispute, thereupon lost 
its legal character as an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) 
of the Industiiul Disputes Act. 


5 Eind'ng this situation, the Collieiy Mazdoor Sabha, 
AITUC, P.O. Asansol, Distiict Burdwan did not dare repre- 
senting the workmen involved in this proceeding by appearing 
before this tiibunal on the date when the so called compromise 
of the dispute as appearing in the memorandum of compro- 
mise was to be recorded. Since Lbe BAifc of Ihe dispute was 
vitiated by the f ralid-oom m i rr'Offtun is in g Secretary 

of the so called 1 ' trade unicna^^^^BrMP'i.e., Trade Union 
Act and Industrial has been refer- 

red to for adjudication^can^^^^^^^^^Hd in the eye of 
law as an Industrial dKpme^M^^HJJMjt(k) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. ThereforS^TH^nbuDal has no jurisdic- 
tion cither to entertain or to adjudicate upon the dispute, and 
cannot, theiefore, record the compromise of the dispute even 
in the absence of the parties. The icfcrcncc is, therefore, 
t ejected. 


This is my award. 

Dated. 

August 10, 1973. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 


[No. L-19012/77/72-LR II.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
New Delhi, the 18th August, 1973 


S.O. 2494. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hcichy publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay, in the indus- 
trial dispute "between Ihe cmploycis in relation to the Indian 
Mercantile Insurance Company and theii woikmen, which 
was teceived by the Central Government on the 7th August, 
1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/18 of 1963 


Employers in relation to the Indian Mercantile Insurance 
Company Limited 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


Present t 

Shri N. K. Vani — Piesiding Officer. 
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Appearances : 

f or the employers — Shri R, L. Baxl, Asstt. Manager. 

For the workmen — Shri J. G. Kotharc, Joint Secretary, 
General Insurance Employees’ All India Associa- 
tion. 

State i Maharashtra Industry : General Insurance 

Bombay, dated (he 26th July, 1973 
AWARD— PART II 

By order No. 74(7)/66-ERlV dated 22-8-1966, the Gov- 
ernment of India, in the Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
ip exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) 
referred to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Bombay for adjudication, an industrial dispute existing bet- 
ween the employers n relation to the Indian Mercantile 
Insurance Company Ltd. and their workmen represented by 
the All India General Insurance Employees’ Association. 
Calcutta, in respect of the matters set forth in the Schedule 
mentioned below : — 

"SCHEDULE 

Whether the following demands put forward by the 
workmen arc justified? 

Charter of Demands 

All the demands contained herein below shall apply equal- 
ly to all the employees employed in Indian Mercantile Insu- 
rance Co. Ltd,, throughout India. 

I. CLASSIFICATION US’ EMPLOYEES : 

The etntiloveetC'whl bfiUMMHRed ‘‘Into- -the following cate- 
gories : — ' 

(a) Swecpcrs^^^^^^^^Efiraiij, J Malis, Watchmen, 

Daftaries^H^^^^BC^eolis shall be placed in 
Grade “A". 

(b) Drivers, Liftmen and Oilmen shall be placed in 

Grade “B”, 

(c) Assistants, Telephone Operators, Addressing Machine 

Operators, Book-Binders, Punch-card Operators, 
Typists, Receiving and Paying Cashiers, Adremu- 
Bradma-Powcr Samas-Coinptometer-Hollerith-TBM 
Machine Operators, Air Conditioning Machines and 
Electricians shall be placed in Grade “C”. 

(d) Junior Supervisory Staff variously termed as Higher 

Grade Assistants, Special Assistants, Senior Assis- 
tants, Head Typists, Senior Cashiers, Stenographers, 
Draughtsmen, etc. shall be placed in Grade “D”. 

(e) Senior Supervisory Staff, variously termed as Superin- 

tendents, Assistant Superintendents, Head Clerks, 
Sectional Heads, Branch Accountants, etc., shall be 
placed in Grade “E”, 

II. SCALES OF PAY : 

Grade A: Rs. 120-5/6-150-6/7-192-8/6-240 in 19 years. 

Grade B: Rs. 180-6/2-192-8/6-240-10/3-270 in II years. 

Grade C: Rs. 200-10/4-240-15/10-390-20/4-470 in 18 
years. 

Grade D: Rs. 275-15/5-350-20/5-450-25-5-575 in 15 years. 
Grade E: Rs. 350-30/6-530-40/4-690 in 10 yeais. 

III. DEARNESS ALLOWANCE i 

Dearness Allowance shall be paid at (he rate of 1% of 
basic pay for every rise of 1 point over the cost of living 
index figure of 100 (1949 ■*= 100 points) subject to a minimum 

of Rs. 50. 

All India cost of Living Index shall be taken as the basis 
for calculating the Dearness Allowance. 


IV. ADJUSTMENTS AND MERGER OF DEARNESS 

ALLOWANCE i 

An employee shall be fitted into the new scales on a point 
to point basis. The basic pay and the dearness allowance 
as on 31-12-1964 shall be treated as basic pay only for the 
purpose of adjustment of basic pay to the new scale of pay. 

If an employee is drawing more basic pay than what is 
warranted alter proper adjustment as above, shall continue 
to receive the excess amount as personal pay and shall be 
also given usual annual increments, 

V. SPECIAL ALLOWANCE : 

Employees engaged in work mentioned below and/or 
designated as below shall be entitled to Special Allowance 
per mensum in addition to their salaries and emoluments in 
the manner stated below:— 

(a) Watchmen, Bank Peons, Despatch Peons. Head 

Peon, Daftaries, Franking Machine and Duplicating 
Machine Operators and such other employees: 
Rs. 20/- per month. 

(b) Typists, Comptometer Operators, Punch Cards Opera- 

tors. Telephone Operators, Addressograph Opera- 
tors, Paying and Receiving Cashiers and Cashiers, 
Adrema-Bradma & Power Samas Hollerith and 
IBM Operators and such other employees: Rs. 30 
per month. 

VI. SPECIAL INCREMENTS : 

Besides the above, the employees under Grades “C” and 
"D” shall be entitled to Special Increments for passing the 
following examinations on the scale shown against each 
examination. 

On Graduation 2 increments. 

On passing the following examinations: 

1. Licentiate or A.C.I.I. — Part I X q 11c j ncrc . 

2. A.F.l.J. Part I or A.C.I.I. Part II ' ment for 

3. A.F'.I.f. Part I. or A.C.I.I. Part III f each pfu , 

4. Chartered Accountant. J 

N.B.— In case of Stenographers and Junior Suprvisory 
Staff the total number of Special increments shall 
not exceed three during that Grade. A Graduate 
appointed as an Assistant shall get a higher starting 
salary by two increments. Those graduate Assis- 
tants who have not received the Graduation incre- 
ments shall also get two increments. 

VII OTHER ALLOWANCES : 

(a) Overtime Allowance. — An employee working overtime 
shall be entitled to overtime allowance for such period of 
work rendered at the rate of double the hourly rate of 
wages inclusive of Special Allowance and all other allowances. 
No employee shall be engaged in for over-time work for 
more than 90 hours in a calendar year. 

(b) Officiating Allowance : 

(i) If an employee is required to officiate in a higher 

post, he shall be entitled to an "Acting Allowance” 
at the rate of 20 per cent of his salary for the 
period for which he officiates. 

(ii) If an employee is required to act in a post for 

which special pay is provided, he shall be entitled 
to pro-rata special allowance for the period of such 
work done. 

(c) House Rent Allowance. — All the employees shall be paid 
as “House Rent" a sum at the rate of 20 per cent of their 
Basic Salary per mensum, subject to a minimum of Rs. 40/- 

(d) Lunch Allowance. — Subsidised lunch or Rs. 2/- per 
head, per working day, should be paid as ‘Lunch Allowance' 
to all employees. 
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VIII. AMENITIES: 

Subsidies : 

(i) Text Books for ACM or Federation of Insurance 

Institute Examination shall be supplied by the 
Company in turn. Examination fee shall be paid 
by the employer after the employee passes the 
examination. 

(ii) Adequate subsidy shall be given for Sports, Recrea- 

tion and Cultural Activities of the Employees. 

(iii) All the employees shall be entitled to a Free Perso- 

nal Accident (Annual) Policy, the premiums of 
which shall be borne by the employers. The sum 
assured of such a Policy shall be Rs. 10,000/-, 
Rs, 7,500/-, Rs. 5,000/- and Rs, 2,500/- for the 
employees in Grades E,D, C & B and A respec- 
tively. 

(iv) Adequate subsidy shall be given for cheep canteens 

for supply of wholesome food to the employees in 
each of the office permiscs. 

IX. RETIREMENT AGE : 

The age of retirement of an employee shall be 60 years. 

X. PROVIDENT FUND: 

(i) All permanent employees including part-time em- 

ployees should be made members of (he Provident 
Fund. 

(ii) The rate of contribution should be 8.1/3 per cent of 

the total emoluments, i.e. basic pay plus dearness 
allowance plus speciul allowance, if any, with equal 
contribution by the Company. The employees 
should however, be allowed to contribute volunterily 
upto 15 per cent of their salary without corres- 
ponding contribution from the Company. 

(iii) Interest at a minimum rate of 4-1/2 per cent should 

be paid on the total contribution by the employees 
and the company from time to time. 

(iv) Unclaimed fund should be distributed pro-rata every 

three years amongst the existing employees from 
time to time. 

(v) Full benefits of the Fund should be permitted to 

the employees on completion of five years of 
service. 

(vi) Loan from the Provident Fund to the extent of 6 

months salary or 90 per cent of the employees' 
contribution whichever is less shall be granted to 
the employees at a time. 

Board of Trustees.— -On the Board of Provident Fund 
Trust the employees and the employers should have equal 
number of representatives. The employees' representatives 
should be elected by themselves by simple majority of- votes. 
Re-election of the employees' representatives should be held 
every three years unless necessitated earlier by death or resig- 
nation or recall by a majority of the employees. 

XL LEAVE: 

Casual Leave. — 15 days casual leave should be given in 
a calendar year. 6 days casual leave may be granted at 
a stretch. Casual leave may be prefixed and suffixed to 
holidays and Sundays. 

Privilege (Earned) Leave.— Privilege leave should be 
allowed to all employees at the rate of 1 day for every 
11 calendar days. Employees should be allowed to accumu- 
late leave upto 6 months, Return fare to the employee, his 
wife and dependants should be granted once in two years 
for going anywhere in India. 

Sick Leave. — Thirty days sick leave per year should be 
allowed on full pay to the employees with a maximum 
accumulation of 12 months during the service period. 

In case of prolonged illness further sick leave with half 
pay should be allowed upto six more months and 
another six months without pay. 


Maternity Leave. —Maternity leave upto the period of three 
months shall be allowed to all female employees. 

Examination Leave. — Employees shall be allowed ad- 
equate leave for appearing in all Ihe recognised examina- 
tions in addition to all other leave. 

Special Leave. — Adequate leave shall he allowed to the 
Union Representatives and Office Bearers of the All India 
Insurance Employees' Association and/or its affiliated units 
to enable them to attend meetings and conferences of the 
Unions and their Central Organisations and to participate 
in the Tribunals and Conciliation Proceedings. 

Furlough Leave.— Employees on retirement shall be 
granted six months leave as ‘Leave preparatory to retire- 
ment’ or in lieu thereof six months’ total salary should be 
paid. 

XIT. SECURITY OF SERVICE: 

No employee shall he victimised for trade union acti- 
vities. 

XIII. WORKING HOURS: 

The working hours for employees in Grades C, D and 
F shall be 33 hours a week and 36 hours for employees 
in Grades A and B. A grace time of 15 minutes shall be 
allowed before they arc marked late. 

XIV. BONUS: 

Customary. — -Employees shall be paid three months basic 
salary as Bonus per year. 

XV. UNIFORMS TO EMPLOYEES IN THE GRADES 
A & B: 

An employee of Grade A & B shall be provided with the 
following outfit annually: 

XVI. ALLOWANCE DURING SUSPENSIONi 

1. Summer Uniform : Three sets. 

2. Umbrella : One. 

3. Footwear '■ Two pairs. 

4. Rain Coat : One for those who are to do 

out-door duties. 

5. Caps or Turbans : 

During the suspension of an employee, he shall be paid 
allowance equal to 75 per cent of his total wages. 

XVII RECRUITMENT: 

Recruitment shall be made from amongst the retrenched 
employees of the General Insurance Industry, registered in 
the pool as demanded in the resolution adopted in the All 
India Convention of General Insurance Employees held on 
the 15th and 16th August, 1960 in Bombay under the 
auspices of the All India Insurance Employees’ Association. 
Only in case such employees are not available in the Pool 
recruitment might be made through local Employment Ex- 
changes. In case of recruitment from among the retrenched 
employees, due credit shall be given to the past service and 
all restrictions regarding age, educational qualifications etc. 
applicable to new recruits shall be waived. 

XV) II. CONFIRMATION: 

Employees shall be confirmed after 3 months proba- 
tionary service automatically. 

XIV. TEMPORARY STAFF: 

The Company may employ temporary employees tor per- 
forming duties of purely temporary nature. But such staff 
in no Instance shall exceed more than 6 months In tempo- 
rary service, after which he shall be treated automatically 
in permanent service, from the date of appointment. 

XX PROMOTION: 

No direct recruitment shall be made in Grades D & E 
nnd all vacancies in these Grades shall be filled in by skay 
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of promotion The promotions shall be made on the basis 
of seniority and merits of the employees. Employees in 
Grades A & B shall be absorbed in Grade "O” on passing 
S.S.C., S.S.T-C. or equivalent examinations. 

XXI. TRANSFER: 

No employee shall he transferred from one place to an- 
other without his prior consent. 

XXII. DATE OF EFFECT: 

All benefits stated in this Charter of Demands shall have 
effect from the 1st day of January, 1965. 

XXIII. WASHING ALLOWANCE FOR SUB-STAFF: 

Each member of Sub-staff shall be paid washing 
allowance of Rs. 10/- per month for washing the Uniforms. 

XXIV. HOLIDAYS: 

All the Holidays declared under the Negotiable Instru- 
ment Act, 1881 shall be paid holidays for the employees. 
But in case the number of holidays under the Negotiable 
Instrument Act is less than 22 days, the employees shall 
be given additional holidays on festival days to make a 
total of 22 days. 

XXV. SECTIONAL HOLIDAYS: 

A minimum of ten days shall be given as paid sectional 
holidays for all employees (on a restricted worktime basis) 
of not Jess than 3 hours on each holiday in a Calendar 
year. 

XXVI. LOANS FOR ACCOMMODATION: 

Employees shall be granted loan for acquiring housing 
accommodation to the extent of 80 per cent of the total 
cost of for such accommodation, 

XXVII. TRADE UNION RIGHTS: 

The All India Insurance Employees’ Association and its 
affiliated Units shall be given due recognition and such 
facilities as providing Trade Union Offices and holding Trade 
Union Meetings in Office premises and hanging notice board 
oi the Union should be granted. 

XXVIII. EXISTING RIGHTS & PRIVILEGES: 

Nothuig contained in this charter shall adversely effect 
or take away from any employee or group of employees 
any right, privileges or usages, practice or conventions, 
amenities or other conditions of service that are already 
vested in or enjoyed by such employee or group of em- 
ployees. 

2. Later on, by order No. 22/8/68-LR11I dated 23-11-68 
the Central Government transferred this reference to this 
Tribunal No. 2, for adjudication. 

3. The facts giving rise to this reference are as follows: — 

(I) On 19-10-1965, there was an agreement between the 
parties that all demands contained in the Charter 
of demands shall be referred to an Industrial Tri- 
bunal for adjudication and both the parties shall 
make a joint application under Section 10(2) of 
the I D. Act, 1947 to the Government of India for 
reference of the dispute arising out of the Charter 
of Demands to an Industrial Tribunal for adjudi- 
cation. In pursuance of this agreement joint 
application for reference of an industrial Dispute 
to an industrial Tribunal under Section 10(2) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 was mude in 
Form ‘A’ on 6-6-1966, vide Ex. 26/W, On ac- 
count of this application the Government made 
this reference to the Tribunal for adjudication. 

4. Shri K. S. 13. Pillai, Joint Secretary of the All India 
General Insurance Employees' Association on behalf of the 
workmen has filed written statement at Ex. 1/W in respect of all 
demands and replication at Ex. 3/W. 

5. The General Manager, Indian Mercantile Insurance Co. 
Ltd., has filed written statement at Ex, 2/E opposing the 
demands of the workmen and rejoinder at Ex. 4/E. 


[Part II — 


6. Both the parties had negotiations in regard to the above 
dispute. As a result of the said negotiations, they arrived 
at an amicable settlement in respect of the employees of the 
company at its Head Office at Bombay under section 18 read 
with Section 2(p) of (he I D. Act, 1947. Both the parties 
gave application dated 3-3-1970 praying that Award Part I 
be made in terms of the Anncxure to the application Ex. 
3 I /EW. 

7. On 27-2-1970, he General Manager, Indian Mercantile 
Insurance Co. Ltd. has filed statement at Ex. 29 /E raising 
preliminary objections. The main contention was that the 
reference was only for the Bombay office, and not in respect 
of the employees of the company working in the branches 
all over India. On account of this contention I have decided 
the priliminary objection on 1-4-1970, holding that the present 
teference relates to all the employees employed in the Indian 
Mercantile Insurance Company Ltd. throughout India. I 
accepted the settlement Ex. 31/EW in respect of the emp- 
loyees employed at the Head Office of the company at Bombay 
and passed the Award in terms of settlement Ex- 31/EW. 
1 have also directed that the reference should be fixed for 
hearing in respect of the employees of the company working 
in branches throughout India. 

8. Against my finding on preliminary point, the management 
had preferred Writ Petition in the High Court at Bombay 
and this reference was kept pending. 

9. On 22-3-1973 the Asstt. Manager, Indian Mercantile 
Insurance Company limited has produced a letter in this 
Tribunal. It is as follows : — 

“The Presiding Officer, 

The Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Bombay-400001. 

Dear Sir, 

Ref:— Ref. No. CGIT-2/18 of 1968 (Previous Ref. 

No. CG IT-43 of 1966) 

We send you herewith 10 copies of the Joint application 
alongwith Annexure ‘A and B’ for passing the 'No dispute' 
award in respect of Branch employees,” 

10. Alongwith the above mentioned letter application becrlng 
signatures of Shri R. L. Baxi, Asstt. Manager of the Company 
and Shri J. G. Kothare, Joint Secretary of the Association 
ns mentioned below was filed at Ex. 32 /EW. 

“May it please this Honourable Tribunal, 

Whereas this Hon’ble Tribunal has given Award Part I 
which was published in the Gazette of India Part II 
dated 2nd May, 1970 on page 2128 as per Anne- 
xure ‘A’. 

And whereas the company preferred a Petition in the 
High Court at Bombay on the grounds that the 
above reference did not cover the workmen employed 
by the company’s Branches. 

And whereas the nnrties. during the pendency of the 
High Court Petition, have arrived at a settlement and 
it is agreed (hat the Petition in Bombay High Court 
will be withdrawn. 

And whereas the settlement dated 13th June, 1972 is 
arrived at Between the parties ns per anncxure ‘B’. 

And whereas the parties jointly pray that an Award 
Part II be made in the above reference and the whole 
reference will stand disposed of in respect of all 
demands between the parties.” 

Bombay dated this Second day of March 1973". 

11. On 26-7-1973 the Asstt. Manager, Shri R. L. Baxi has 
been examined at Ex, 34/E as a witness on behalf of the 
management before me. He has produced the letter No. 
S/881 dated 7-4-1973 from Manilal Kher Ambalal & Co., 
Solicitors and Notary addressed to the company at Ex. 33/E 
and original settlement dated 13-6-72 at Ex. 33/EW. Copy of 
the settlement is nlso Ex. 33/EW. 
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12. The Joint Secretary, Shri J, G. Kothare has been 
examined as a witness on behalf of the employees at Ex. 
36/W before me. 

13. Letter Ex. 35/E from Manilal Kher Ambalal & Co., 
Solicitors and Notary, 51, Mahatma Gandhi Road, Fort, Bom- 
bay addressed to the Indian Mercantile Insurance Co. Ltd. is 
ns follows : — 

“Deal- Sirs, 

Attention of Mr. K. L. Baxt 

Re : Misc. Petition No. 377 of 1970 
Yourselves 
Vs. 

N. K. Vani & others. 

We have to inform you that the above Petition was 
kept on Board for withdrawal before his lordship Justice 
Nain and the same was allowed to be withdrawn by 
consent with no order hs to costs, We shall submit our 
Bill in due course," 

14. In view of the above mentioned letter and the appli- 
cation ex, 32/EW it appears that during the pendency of 
the High Court Petition, both the parties arrived at the 
settlement Ex. 33/EW, agreeing to withdraw .the Wiit Petition 
in the Bombay High Court and making application to this 
Tribunal for passing Award Part TI in terms of settlement 
Ex. 33/EW. Tt is also dear that thereafter the writ petition 
was kept on board for withdrawal before His Lordship Justice 
Nain and the same was allowed to be withdrawn by consent 
with no order as to costs, vide Ex. 35/E. Tt is therefore 
clear that the Writ Petition has been withdrawn. 

15. Asstt. Manager Shri R, L. Baxi of the Company and 
the Joint Secretary Shri L G. Kothare of the Association prove 
the application Ex. 32/EW and the original settlement Ex. 
33/EW. 

16. On going through the settlement Ex. 33/EW, it is 
crystal clear that it is fair, just and equitable and that, it is 
in the interest of both the parties. I therefore accept the same 
and pass Award Part II in terms of this settlement. 

17. fn the end T pass the following order. 

ORDER 

(i) Award Part II is made in terms of settlement dated 

13-6-1972, Ex, 33/EW. 

(ii) Settlement Ex. 33/EW is to form pari of this Award, 

(iii) No order as to costs, 

N. R. VANI, Presiding Officer. 

ANNEXURE “B” 

Ex. 33/EW 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

Representing the employers — Shri T, S. Swaminathan 
Custodian, Tndian Mercantile Insurance Company 
Ltd. 

Representing workmen — Shri K. S. B. Pillni, General 
Secretary, General Insurance Employees All India 
Association, 

Short Recital of the case 

WHEREAS in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of the Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 
1947 the Government of Tndia by an order number 74 (4)/ 
66-I.RlV dated 22nd August, 1966 referred the industrial 
dispute between the Indian Mercantile Insurance Company 
Ltd., an dtheir workmen relating to the Charter of Demands 
dated 27th February, 1965 submitted by the All Tndian Insu- 
rance Employyes 1 Association for an adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal Bombay. 

AND WHEREAS by order dated 1st April, 1970 the said 
Tribunal passed an award part T in terms of the settlement 
in respect of the workmen of the Indian Mercantile Insurance 
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Company Ltd., working at the Head Office in Bombay and 
fixed for healing the reference in respect of the workmen 
of the Company working at the branches throughout India, 

And whereas the company preferred a writ petition 
in the High Court at Bombay for restraining the Tribunal 
from taking any further steps or proceedings in connection 
with the reference on tlic grounds that the reference did not 
cover the workmen employed at branches and obtained an 
injunction and the said petition is still pending before the 
High Court. 

And whereas on the 13th May, 1971 the management 
of the undertaking of all General Insurance Companies was 
taken over by the Government of India under the General 
Insurance (Emergency Provisions) Act 1971. 

And whereas the Central Government has directed all 
the Custodians to settle all pending labour disputes of the 
workmen employed in the undertaking amicably. 

And whereas in pursuance of this directive negotiations 
were carried on from time to time between the Custodian 
appointed by the Central Government under Section 4 of the 
General Insurance (Emergency — -Provisions) Act, 1971 and 
the General Insurance Employees’ All India Association which 
organisation represents all the workmen of the Company since 
1st August, 1971 and ns a result of such negotiations a settle- 
ment in respect of the workmen employed at the branches of 
the company has been arrived at on the terms set out here- 
under. 

Terms of Settlement 

1. This settlement applies to all the full-time employees in 
the Supervisory, Clerical and sub-staff categories working in 
the branches ot Indian Mercantile Insurance Company T-td., 
other than Calcutta and does not apply to part-time employees 
and such of the temporary employees who ceased to bo in 
service on or before the signing of this settlement. 

2. Tt is agreed that with effect from 1st January 1971 all 
the employees covered by this settlement shall bo paid monthly 
ad-hoc allowance in addition to their normal emoluments, 

3. It is agreed that the amount of the ad-hoc allowance 
will be arrived at on the following basis : — 

Sub-Staff (including Drivers) : The difference between 
Rs. 160 plus Rs. 3 for each year of service put in 
by the employees as on 3/12/1970. 

AND 

the total monthly emoluments as on 31st December, 1970 
including Basic salary, Dearness Allowance and all 
other allowance. 

Supervisory & Clerical Staff : The difference between 
Rs. 250 plus Rs. 5 for each year of service put in 
by the employees as on 31/12/1970. 

AND 

the total monthly emoluments as on 31st December, 1970 
including Basic salary, Dearness Allowance and all 
other allowances. 

But, the ad-hoc allowance shall in no case he less than 
Rs. 50 in the cases of Sub-staff and Rs. 70 in the 
cases of supervisory & Clerical Staff, 

4. It is agreed that the monthly ad-hoc allowance shall be 
treated as basic salary for (be purposes of any benefits which 
may be dependent on basic salary other than Bonus. 

5. It is agreed that the interim payments made in December, 

1971 equivalent to one month’s salary with a minimum of 
Rs. 200 shall be recovered in monthly instalments in such a 
manner as to be completely liquidated before 31st December, 
1972. 

6. It is agreed that Ihe annual increments due on 1st January 

1972 will be either the average o[ the amounts of increments 
allowed during the years 1969, 1970 & 1971 or Rs. 10, Rs. 15 
and Rs. 25 per month in the case of sub-staff. Clerical & 
Supervisory staff respectively, whichever shall be higher. 

7. Tt is agreed that the settlement will remain in operation 
till 31st December, 1972. 
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8. Tt is agreed that tho writ petition pending in the High 
Court will be withdrawn and the settlement will be filed before 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bombay with 
an application for passing the ‘No Dispute"' award in respect 
of Branch Employees, 

Bombay, dated this 13th day of June, 1972. 

Sd/- T, S. Swaminatlmn, 
(CUSTODIAN), 

Indian Mercantile Insurance Co. Ltd, 

Witnesses : 

(1) Sd/- R. L. Baxi. 

(2) Sd/-E. P. Velhal. 

Sd/- K. S, B. Pillai. 

(General Secretary), 
General Insurance Employees’ All India Association. 

INo. 74(7)/ 66-LR IV(LR.T)] 
fAA, 20 UJTTff, 197 3 

VUWTo 2495 . — TT AflP-1 TOR A TPT ^ Pp ^jttT TTTTTl 
ftmf % JTTt it trAPt Am 4YhT Pm 
?r An imArA At uAttA % An m AAPtp fWr 
PtmTU 

TT 4-At TOt T*PT fuUTT TT TITTrrPAm % pRT 
fWftpr fm A® An msrA | ■ 

W 7 T-, tR, AAPfp fimr AtrPm, 1947 (1947 tt 14) 
lit HTTT 10 A 'JTHTTT (l) % W («T) SKT 3 T 4 ff AArff 
TT TPfm mP grr, AAn TTmTT T 4 T pT 4 T 4 Tt TTT AAPlm 

ukt 7 -t % mPr Am «akPt Tronr AAtPfp Trltr-rr^tir, 

'JTT^PJT Tt <411 It Pi “1 Rtr % Fpr ppffTFT *fTTxfr £ | 

“WT Bl-Aln Am jftRT Pm, ttA hr, tptts; % 

smrmr A A A» %° vm, mmr -kit mrw (srtmr) w 
’ptoFtit, A 50/- tt 0 srfirn tt pmTTmr-TRtT At 

t^lTT TAT 4 FJSRT T frA AT W4Tl mftP UT $ ? np4 Aft, 

A urr fmr trjAhT tt t At fm prfkr ?r ?’’ 

['PT°Tf° m° 1 7 0 1 2/ 9/ 7 3-trro URo l] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 20th Inly, 1973 

• S, 0‘ — Whereas the Central Government is of opin- 

ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Life Insurance Corporation of India and their 
workmen In respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, Divisional Office, 
Lucknow in not allowing officiating allowance and 
touring allowance of- Rs. 50 p.m. to Shri P. K, Bose, 
Higher Grade Assistant (Projectionist) Divisional 
Office, Lucknow is justified or not? If not to what 
relief is he entitled and from what date7” 

[F. No. L. 17012/9/73-LR1J 


WT$7T 

A OtrA, 2 3 ATTf , 19 7 3 

TT a TTT o 2 49 6. ——ITT- 4 ' IV 1 < 1 < 1, 1 <" 4?! TFT f) A put) 
'391=14 m*[A ir fAAw fmA % UTP ir AT TFT nTTFR 

>P, TffPT mfr At 5%TPC, A tpr JRAT A 9747 UR, «ptPA, 

f 4 r i i rprk Fit,’ I'll TT 91 - 4,5 f'FTt >F1~ I A < SURT UFpPTTT % An 
tpL mVjIPI'-p f 't 4 1 s fAnTTP ^ 

At RT, '(Apr TtmT .m fmK Tt <mrPAm T pTR 

PtTpTT r, <4 1 4 1 v,=n J T A ^ I 

m: 5RT, AtiTPl<P pFTT4 APPm, 1947(10474714) 

A tnrr i o A ot-etttt ( 1 ) A urn (n) am rta urfruft tt tptPt 
TTA 517, JTTTTT TTA pFCT Tt 4 fAtT UTTR AtiTPiT 

wfOTmT, T4ATT Tt mr fWR % Ptf Pl^fffFT TTp S I 

“TTT A TTR TTKIU'II SITTTT, urpr FTTTft At A 9‘<T4,Tl^rt 

kT'TRTT UR, TTpfl (TTAT'RTTT ) if PpfTpJTA TRTTT HfA 

tt^Pt At wPtrT wtttr PAt % H4K | ? " 

[WTfTTifo 2 901 1/39/7 3-TpTo5TTT°-4 3] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd July, 1973 

S.O. 2496. — Whereas the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Dhandurait Sand Stone Mine of Shri Rani 
Narain Vyas, Mine Owner and Contractor, Karauli, District 
Sawaimadhopur and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the workmen employed in the Dhandurait 
Sand Stone Mine of Shri Ram Narain Vyas, Mine 
Owner and Contractor, Karauli (Rajasthan) are 
entitled for grant of any paid national and festival 
holiday." 

[No. L-29011/39/73-LR IV] 

urk?T 

fAA, 4 xmu, 19 73 

Ubo WTo 2497 — —TTA: %TTPT TRW A TFT £ PfT TTT% d'-M4.3 

tfpjA A PrPtfw Pmt % uk P fcr# stPpPtt fuRr* PrfP^u, 
44431 . A RTRT Attt Tt4T RtrTPI 'ITT p WST-T4 p 
PftTtA At 4<iP ’tri tt <.t A A't tv AAPtt Ptutt a i t 

t ; 

At TFT: Asti 4 TTTTtTT T4-T fAlTU A FTFTpTTFTT % PtF 
PAPft 4TTTTT uPAPt ruktA I; 

kft:, xra", AAPtt Amt rPtArt, 1947 (1947 m 14 ) 
A ETRT 10 A TROUT T (i) % WS (r) fTTT 3 TTtT RfAA 
5 <t si Ar ttP gtT j AA n tttttt txn frum A "rxt TTprPfau 
A ttttt 7-4T % xnfrn nfeTT AAn trirtt AAPpf Aefptw, 
sruTrjT A ftftPtApt % Ptr ppffAr utrA 1 1 
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"*tt tJtht Psfcff’T aft ^snirr tRtj 

TTT TTUT? STPlf % srqrtRRT TV , *ft R?.Sr Taf , 
<(HfOT aft ftm] *Rrd TTft aft TErnf ttrrfftr sfE ^ri#ra 
'fr ? gf* gfr, ?ft ayr f*Pff wfiftlT tt X’szr?. | ? 

[ 5 f«tfT ^-25012/1/73-^0^0-4] 


ORDF.R 

New Delhi, the 4th August, 1973 

S.O. 2497. — Whereas the Cential Government is of opin- 
ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Jamer Kotra Rock Phosphate 
Mines of Messrs Bikaner Oypsum Limited, Udaipur and 
their woikmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cential Government 
hereby refers the said dispute foi adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal Jabalpur constituted under 
section 7 A ol the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Jamer Kotra 
Rock Phosphate Mines of Messrs Bikaner Gypsum 
Limited, Uduipur in terminating the services of 
Shri Mahcsh Chandra Sharma, Canteen Inchargc 
was legal and justified? If not, to what relief is he 
entitled? 

[No. L.-25012/l/7.?-LR. IV] 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1973 

S.O. 2498. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Limestone Quarry of Messrs Kymorc Cement Works Limited 
Kymorc and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 13th August, 1973, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Dated, June 30, 1973 

Present ! 

Mr. Juslieo S. N. Kalju, Presiding Officer. 

Case No. CCIT/LC(R)(35) of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to (he management of Limestone 
Quarry of Messrs Kymore Cement Works Limited, 
Kymore and their workmen represented through the 
Kymorc Quarry Kurnmchari Sangh, Kymore (M.P.). 

Appearances : 

Eor employers — Shri P. S. Nair. 

Lor workmen — Shri Gulab Gupta. 

Industry: Cement Works. District: Jabalpur (M.P.J. 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial 

Disputes Act, 1947. 


The question referred to this Tribunal for its adjudication 

Is 

“Whether the action taken by the management of Messrs. 
Kymore Cement Works Limited, Kymore in termi- 
nating the services of Shri Shambhu Singh Ticket 
No. 2/79 Q.U.H.l, Operator in the Limestone Quarry 
is justified 7 If not, to what relief is tho workman 
entitled ?” 

The workman, Shambhu Singh was appointed on 1-10-1931 
as a Heavy Vehicle Driver in M/s. Kymore Cement Works 
Limited, Kymore (hereinafter called the Company). He had 
sustained an injury on his left hand while on duty on 11th 
November, 1969 tor which he was treated at the hospital of. 
the Company and declared fit for duty on 29-11-1969. Accord- 
ing to the allegation of the workman inspite of the doctor 
having declared him fit for duty he did not feel confortablo 
and was unable to discharge his duties, He, therefore, got 
himself examined by tho Government Doctor at Vijayara- 
ghavgarh Dispensary and was treated by him. He ultimately 
jointed his duties on 25-12-1969. Again on 29-12-1969 he 
according to him, went to visit his parents at Vijayaraghavgarh 
and while there feel ill. He obtined a medical certificate 
from a Government Doctor at Vljayaraghavgarh and sent 
“the same along with an application for medical leave on 
30-10-1969”. According to the workman, he did not receive 
any communication granting or refusing him leave as required 
by Standing Order No. 10. He continued to remain under 
the treatment at Vijayaraghavgarh of the Government Doctor 
and sent another application along with a medical report on 
15-1-1970 for grant of further leave for one month. Accord- 
ing to the workman, the aforesaid application was sent through 
his brother but the latter was unable to deliver it and there- 
after it was sent by post under a certificate of posting. He 
was declared fit on 5-2-1970 and reported himself for duty 
on 5-2-1970 along with a fitness certificate given to him 
by the Government Doctor of Vijayaraghavgarh. He was not 
allowed to join his duties and was told that his services had 
been terminated because he had overstayed his leave. Accord- 
ing to him the order terminating his employment was received 
by him on 7-2-1970 by registered post. The dispute was 
taken up before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Jabalpur, but the conciliation proceedings before him ended 
in failure. It has been contended on behalf of the workman 
that the order terminating the workman’s service by tho Com- 
pany was arbitrary, discriminatory and illegal and no such 
order could be passed under Standing Order No. 10(a) of 
the Company. 

It has been contended on behalf of the Company that It 
had received on 1-1-1970 a medical certificate dated 20-12-1969 
Issued by the Medical Practitioner, Primary Health Centre, 
Vijayaraghavgarh. It stated that : — 

“Shri Sambhu Singh was suffering from Amaebic colltles 
and gastrits and was unfit for duty and he was 
recommended leave upto 14-1-1970”. 

The company granted the workman’s leave upto 14-1-1970. 
But on the expiry of the leave the workman did not make 
a request for extension of his leave. Thus he had remained 
absent after the expiry of his leave from 15-1-1970 and 
according to the Standing Order No, 10(a) of the Certified 
Standing Orders he had lost his lien on his appointment unless 
he had returned “within 8 days of the expiry of his leave” 
and given satisfactory explanation of his inability to return 
on the expiry of his leave. According to the Company, since 
the workman did not return within 8 days of the expiry of 
his leave he was informed by the Company that he had lost 
bis lien on his appointment in terms of the said Standing 
Orders No. 10(a) of the Company. According to the Com- 
pany in the afoiesaid circumstances the services of the work- 
man stood automatically terminated when he did not return 
within 8 days of the expiry of his leave granted to him and 
the order terminating the workman’s service was valid, legal 
and was full justified. 

Standing Order No. 10 of the Company runs thus 

“10(a) Leave — Holidays with pay will be allowed as 
provided for in the Mines Act, and other holidays 
irr accordance with law, contract, customs and usage. 

Any worker desiring to obtain leave shall apply in writing 
to the officer or officers at least 7 days in advance 



2948 THE GAZETTE OP INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 [Part II— 


under ordinary circumstances on the printed form 
supplied by the Company. In the event of leave 
being granted, (he applicant shall be so informed 
by a written order. If the leave is refused or post- 
poned, the fact of such refusal or postponement and 
the reasons therefor shall be recorded in writing 
in a register to be maintained for the purpose, and 
if the worker so desires, a copy of the entry In 
the register shall be supplied to him. Tile granting 
of any leave shall be subject to the discretion of the 
authorities appointed for the purpose and shall depend 
upon the exigencies of the Company. 

No worker shall overstay the leave granted unless he 
obtains an extension before the expiry of his original 
leave. If a worker remains absent beyond the 
period of granted leave, he shall lose his lien on 
his appointment unless (i) he returns within 8 days 
of the expiry of the leave and (ii) gives satisfactory 
explanation to the authority granting his leave of 
his inability to return on the expiry of the leave. 

If a worker, after proceeding on leave, desires an exten- 
sion thereof, he should apply to the Manager or the 
Officer authorised by him in that behalf who shall 
send a written reply, either granting or refusing 
extension of leave. Request for extension of leave 
should preferably be made by a registered letter, so 
as to reach the Manager or the Officer at least three 
days before the expiry of the original leave.” 


It may be mentioned that the workman did not submit any 
application along with the medical certificate (Ex. W/8) which 
was sent to the Company by registered post on 30-12-1969. 
It was stated on behalf of the workman that the Company 
had sanctioned leave to him upto 14-1-1970. The Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) in his failure report said ; — 

“After finishing his work on the 29th December, 1969, 
he went to his village Vijayaraghogarh, which is at 
a distance of 4 miles from Kymore, and there he 
fell ill. The next day on the 30th December, 1969, 
ho sent a medical certificate under Registered Post 
In regard to his illness, according to which, he 
•was certified unfit upto the 14th lanuary, 1970. The 
employer sanctioned leave upto 14th January, 1970 
to the applicant ” 

It was contended before me that it was necessary for the 
Company to inform the workman concerned about the grant 
of leave by a written, order and since no such information 
was received by the workman "the last part of the Standing 
Order quoted above will not apply to the instant case.,.. 
The aforesaid Standing Order says that “in the event of leave 
being granted the applicant shall be so informed by a written 
order. If the leave is refused or postponed, the fact of such 
refusal or postponement and the reasons therefor shall be 
recorded in writing in a register to bo maintained for the pur- 
pose, and if the workman so desires, a copy of the entry 
In th® register shall be supplied to him”. The Standing Order 
says that a worker should be informed in writing about the 
grant of leave prayed- for by him. Conveying the information 
is not necessary when the leave is refused or postponed. In 
such a case the fact of refusal or postponement and the rea- 
sons therefor will have to be recorded in writing in a register 
to be maintained for the purpose and only if the worker 
so desires a copy of the entry in the register shall be supplied 
to him. Where leave has been granted but the order granting 
the leave has not been communicated in wi lting to tfie work- 
man it does not follow that Standing Order No. 10 will cease 
to have any application. The intention behind the 

provision for conveying the information about flag 

grant of leave in _ writing to a workman is that 
he should be so informed and he may not remain 
in a state of uncertainty. Furthermore where a worker 
desires to obtain leave he should “apply in writing (o the 
Officer or Officers at least 7 days in advance under ordinarv 
circumstances on the printed form supplied by the Company.” 
Tn present case, the application for leave was not made “at 
least 7 days in advance", nor was it made on the “printed 
form supplied by the Company”, As mentioned above, the 
workman, according to Ms allegation, fell suddenly ill at 
Vnjayaraghognrh and sent a medical certificate. Shambhu Singh 
(W.W.1) stated before me that on fulling ill at Vijayaraghogarh 
on 29-12-1969 he “sent an application for leave from Vijaya- 
reghogarh. A medical certificate from a doctor was also sent 


along with an application”. It may be mentioned that only 
a medical certificate was sent and there was no application 
for leave as was alleged by Shambhu Singh. If the applicant 
had made an application at least 7 days in advance for grant 
ot leave he could have expected the Company to inform 
Mm that the leave applied for had been allowed or not. In 
the present case, considering the fact that the leave prayed 
for look immediate effect from the date when the medical 
certificate was sent or even with retrospective effect from the 
alleged dale of illness, the workman could not insist that the 
Company should give him the information about the grant 
or otherwise of the application for leave as provided for by 
the Standing Order. The workman made a false statement 
.r?, re mc when he stated that the application dated 30-12- 
1969 was scnt ; by registered post. No such applicalion was 
sent to the Company and nor did the workman produce 
any copy of such an application which, according to him 
was sent by registered post. I am not prepared to believe 
he workmans statement that he did not know whether 
leave was granted to him from 29-11-1969 to 25-12-1969 
The very fact that, according to him, he sent another 
application for extension of leave and in that ho pointedly 
piayed for ihe extension bf his leave implies that he was 
well aware that leave had been granted to him earlier as 
fpl-n n P ayed ,!°'' by k™' , Sri Shambhu Nath Tiwari 
a 'l 9 l,arry of the Company stated before 

M9 h to Hi S mft 0,,e a ieave ’{* e W01 ' km '*n from 30-12- 
14-1-1970 and thereafter the workman did not send 

w P’u Icnve - • Shrl Sha mbhu Nath Tiwari 

Conmanv fh^ C [f> StatCd lhat Il ,' S t! i e nonml practice in the 
Company that if a person applies for leave and only sends 

e medical certificate we grant leave on medical ground” 
It,™ ?! ed ^ Fwm Ex. E/f is ihe usual application S hut 
Shambhu Singh had not applied for leave on such a form 
According to him when an employee applies on such a form 

' c J’ ly u se " t 0,1 the duplicate form Ex, E|2, but the Com- 

when leave' hini ’ d ,° es , not « ive separate intimation 
wlien leave is asked on medical ground with a medical certi - 

icate. Since the workman had neither applied for leave n 
time nor any such application was made in Form Fx F/l 
U could not be urged by him that the Comply dM not info™ 
him whethei the application had been granted. As mentioned 
fU°t C ,'u* bavc no hesitation in holding that the workman welt 

tom 30-f2 O -1969 to h ?4 M 970 d t|“ Ieavc ° n medical ground 
, ™ u ,{* to 14-1-1970. It cannot be said that simniu 
because the normal intimation about the grant of leave was 
not communicated to the workman therefore thr mnttAr a 
gone beyond the ambit of Staffing Order No iT ' 

After the expiry of the workman’s leave from J4-I-1970 

%:v c ss^zw„S’ ’ mMm ° r «* ,s 

he ¥ nl an aPphcaiton dated 

JJw’Sl-'Sft W/3). th E e x m ^ C 4 d is Ce a rti S 

ficato of posting of the aforesaid application. The Com- 

fo-Y 1970 Slid Sha'Tt® 'm application dated 

if 1 V I' , A hrl Shambhu Nath Tiwari (E.W. 1) enteeori- 
cally stated that “after 14-L1970 no leave application of 
Shambhu Singh was received by me.” 

,-° f poslir ' s d ? ts raise » presumption that 
the letter in question was put in transit for delivery by post 

m j, ta normal course it would have been delivered to 
he addressee. Such a presumption in a case of a registered 
letter is stronger but even in the case of an ordinary letter 
sent by post under certificate oF posting such a presumption 
aots arise. 1 fie presumption is, however, rebuttable There 
is no reason why such an application if it was sent, was 
not put before Shn Shambhu Nath Tiwari, the Quarry 
Manager. It would have been put before him by the" clerk 
l:?" 1 ?™ 1 ,n . 'he ordinary course of business. Sri Shambhu 
Noth Tiwari (E.W. 1) stated before me that the dak add- 
ressed to the Manager is received by the clerk who deals with 
such correspondence. The letter in question ns shown in 
c f rtlf ! catc of posting was addressed to the Manager, 
A.( ,C. Cement Factory. If it would have been received 
by the Company, it would in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness have been put before the Manager. Furthermore the 
postal certificate has a significant note apparently made by 
the sender of the notice “Fk I.ifafa Medical Certificate 
Shambhu Singh ORE Operator Kymosc fin Hindi)". 
There is no specific mention of the application for leave 
It was contended on behalf of the Company that the afore- 
said application dated 15-1-1970 along with a medical 
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certificate were ante-dated documents. The medical certi- 
ficate (Ex. W/3) which was given by an Asstt. Surgeon of 
the Government Hospital, Bijragogarh dated 15-1-1970 was 
highly unsatisfactory. It did not mention at all the nature 
of the disease of Shambhu Singh. All it said was that : — 

“He is not yet fit to resume to his duties and will take 
about a month more to be cared. He is recom- 
mended leave for the period.” 

Such a medical certificate has no weight and evidently the 
Doctor himself tried to be as evasive as he possibly could 
be. Jt may also be mentioned that the Doctor concerned 
was not produced in evidence by the workman. Under the 
provisions of the Standing Orders No. 10 if a workman de- 
sires an extension of leave he should send an application 
preferably under registered cover “so as to reach the Managei 
or the Officer at least three days before the expiry of the 
original leave”. Tn the present case, the workman did not 
return within 8 days of the expiry of leave nor did he give 
any satisfactory explanation to the authority concerned or 
his inability to return after the expiry of his leave Whether 
the explanation by the worknjan for remaining absent was 
satisfactory or not was primarily a matter for the Company 
itself. In the present case, the Company was well within 
its rights to come to a conclusion that the workman had 
absented himself from duty without any satisfactory cause. 
Taking ail the circumstances into consideration, 1 am satis- 
fied that the action taken by the management in terminating 
the services of Shambhu Singh was justified and he is not 
entitled to any relief. T make my award accordingly. I 
make no order for costs. 


Appearances i 

For employers — Shri B B. Rahto, Legal Adviser. 

for workmen — Shri A, K. Pandcy 
Industry: Limestone District: Sutna (M.P.) 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947, 

The question referred to this Tribunal is : — 

“W'helher ihc demand of the workmen of the Tspat 
Lime Stone Quarry, Rourkcla Steel Plant, Hindustan 
Steel Limited, at and Post Office Satnn, Madhya 
Pradesh, that Sri M. Nath Electrician, and Sri 
Ram Payare, Mechanic, should be given the scale 
of pay of Rs. 168-290 with effect from 1st 
January, 1967 and Rs. 290 — 410 with effect from 
1st September, 1970 as per the recommendations 
of the First Central Wage Board for Iron & Steel 
Industry and Agreement duled the 27th October, 
1970 ol Joint Wage Negotiating Committee for 
the Steel Industry respectively, is justified? If so, 
to what relief arc these workmen entitled?" 

The dispute relates to two workmen M. Nath Electrician 
and Ram Payare, Mechanic, of die Tspat Lime Quarry, 
Rourkela Steel Plant, Hidustan Steel Limited (hereinafter 
referred to as the management). 


The workman is an old employee of the Company. He 
was arrested in 1967-68 in connection with a murder case 
but was subsequently either released^ or discharged. The 
Company did not terminate his service While the workman 
was absent from his duties in connection with that case. It 
has come in evidence that the workman has gone on leave 
repeatedly prior to 29-12-1969. Why did the management 
take a harsh view of the matter and eventually terminated 
the workman’s services when it had condoned all his lapses 
right upto 1969 is a matter for speculation. I have to make 
my award while taking into consideration the respective 
rights and duties of the parlies. It is not for me to thrust 
an unwanted employee on the Company when it is within 
its rights in termifiating his services. Considering the king 
term of the service of the workman with the Company it 
would be desirable for the parties to explore the possibility 
of an amicable settlement between them even aftei this 
award. 

[No. L-29012/11 /72-LR IV.] 
S. N, KATJU, Presiding Officer 

New Delhi, the 24th August, 1973 

S O 2499. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Cenlral Qovein- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to (he management ol 
Ispat Limestone Quarry of Rourkcla Steel Plant, Hindustan Steel 
Limited, Satna and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 13lh August, 1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Camp at Allahabad 

Dated, the 23rd July, 1973 


Present: 

Mr. Justice S. N. Kalju, Presiding Officer. 

Case No. CG1T/I.C(R)(43) of 1972 
(Notification No. L-2901 1(45)/71-I.R1V dated 23-10-1972) 

Parties: 

Employers in relation lo the management of Ispat Lime- 
stone Quarry of Rourkclu Steel Plant, Hindustan 
Siccl Limited, Satna, and their workmen represent- 
ed through the General Secretary, Tspat Shramik 
Sangh. Babupur, Sutna. 


M. Nath was appointed on daily rate basis as a muster 
roll employee on Rs. 6/- per day on 25-2-1966. His 
monthly earnings on the basis of 26 days working days 
were Rs. 156/- p.m. Ram Payare was appointed by the 
management as a daily rated employee with effect from 
12-9-1966 on a daily wage of Rs. 6 plus Rs. 0.50 p. as 
interim relief whien was made in pursuance of the 
recommendations of the Wage Board for Iron & Steel In- 
dustry and was given effect to by the management by its 
circular dated 19-3-1965 (Annexurc 4). Similarly the daily 
wage of M. Nath was also increased by 0.50 p. per day 
after 19-3-1965. Again by a circular dated 28-10-1966 the 
management made a further ad hoc increase of 0.27 per 
working day with effect from 1-4-1966 in the wages of the 
workmen. Thus their total wages per month after the 
aforesaid increments came to Rs. 189.02 per month. 

By paragraph 8.16 of the recommendations of (he Central 
Wage Board for Lime Stone and Dolomite Mining Indus- 
tries, 1967 the Board gave option to implement the Iron 
and Steel Wage Board recommendations by agreement 
between the management of Steel Plant and the workmen 
of their captive Lime Stone and Dolomite Mines and 
Quarries with effect from 1-1-1967. There was a tripartite 
settlement between the workmen of the quarry and its 
management on 14-11-1967 for implementation of the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board. Since the Iron and Steel 
Wage Board recommendations did not contain any provision 
for the employee of Hindustan Steel Limited who were 
working on daily basis the management of the Quarry on 
its own initiative extended the aforesaid benefits to its daily 
rated employees by an administrative decision contained in 
the circular dated 25-1-1968 with effect from 1-1-1967. In 
the aforesaid circular the daily rated employees whose exis- 
ting daily basic wage was Rs, 5,50 to Rs. 6.00 per day, 
exclusive of interim relief were fixed in the time scale of 
pay of Rs. 135—175 plus dearness allowance. By the 
aforesaid decision of the management the two workmen 
M. Nath and Ram Payare were fixed in the time scale of 
pay of Rs. 135 — 175 with effect from 1-1-1967. Their 
total earnings per month came to Rs. 135/- as basic wage 
together with Rs. 72/- as dearness allowance i.c, in all 
Rs. 207/- P.M. The two workmen have contended that 
they were wrongly put in the scale of pay of Rs. 135 — 175 
and they should have been put in the pay scale of Rs, 168— 
290. It has been contended on behalf of the management 
that the revised scale of pay of Rs. 168 — 290 was given 
in respect of such employees only who were in the time 
scale of Rs. 168 — 8—240—10 — -290 on the material date 
and since, the two workmen before me were neither hold- 
ing any time scale nor they were in the scale of Rs. 168 — 
290 therefore they were not eligible lo (he scale of Rs. 168 — 
290 as claimed by them. 
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It may be mentioned that Ram Payarc and M. Nath 
made an application under Section 33(C)(2) of the I.D. Act 
before my predecessor in which they claimed that they were 
wrongly put in the time scale of Rs. 135 — 175 while they 
should have been given a higher scale of Rs. 210 — 290. 
My learned predecessor expressed the view that the claim 
of the applicants was misconceived. He observed: — 

“The Hindustan Steel Ltd. had no daily rated scales 

and therefore, it rightly felt when it issued the 
circular dated 25-1-1968 Exhibit E-2 that the Wage 
Hoard recommendation as such was not applicable 
to daily rated employees without scales. In con- 
verting the daily rates into monthly rates it has 

allowed tho grade of Rs. 135 — 175 to skilled work- 
ers Or. TIT who hud been drawing Rs. 5.50 or 

Rs. 6.00 per day as basic pay without taking into 
account the interim and Ihe ad hoc relief”. 

Ho further expressed the view that in proceedings under 

Section 33(C)(2) of the T.D. Act “the justifiability or other- 
wise of the oiler cannot be enquired into”. The applica- 
tion was, therefore, dismissed. 

Tt has been contended that as recommended by the Joint 
Wage Negotiating Committee dated 27-10-1970 the two 
workmen were entitled lo the pay scale of Rs. 290. — 410. 
A 3 has been mentioned earlier the recommendation of the 
Central Wage Board for Iron and Steel Industries was not 
applicable to daily rated employees without scale and conse- 
quently they could not claim any benefit under the recom- 
mendations of the Central Wage Board for Iron and Steel 
Industries and the aforesaid Joint Wage Negotiating Com- 
mittee. The two workmen had benefited when they were 
put in the time scale of Rs. 135 — 175. Prior to that their 
total wages per month were Rs. 189.02 while after 
the fixation of the aforesaid scale it was increased lo 
Rs. 207 p.m. It was contended on behalf of the work- 
men that that of the aforesaid amount of Rs. 207 p.m. 
Rs. 135 was the basic pay and Rs. 72 was dearness 
allowance, Out of the aforesaid amount of Rs. 72 + 

(Dearness allowance) Rs. 45/- was fixed Dearness Allowance 
and the remaining amount was Variable Dearness Allowance. 
It was contended that if the V.D.A. was left out from consi- 
deration then it would appear that, the wages given to the 
workmen after their fixation of the time scale of Rs. 135 — 
175 were less than Rs. 189.02 which they were getting 
earlier, It was argued that the V.D.A. was liable to 
fluctuations and if it came down than the total pay packet 
received by (he two workmen might have been less than 
Rs. 189.02 p.m. which they were receiving earlier. There 
is no evidence to indicate that the total Dearness Allowance 
of Rs. 72/- cair.e down at any time after the fixation of the 
time scale of the two workmen. There is enough evidence 
to Indicate that the two workmen did not suffer at all when 
they were put in the time scale of Rs. 135 — 175 together 
with Dearness Allowance. They were not entitled to be 
put in any higher nay scale as has beet) contended by 
them. It has been contended and not denied by the work- 
men that at present they are in the time scale of Rs. 255— 
327. I have, therefore, no hesitation in holding that the 
claim put forward by the two workmen is untenable. 

My award, therefore, is that the demand of Ram Payarc 
and M. Nath for being given “the scale of Rs. 168 — 290 
with effect from 1-1-1967 and Rs. 290 — 410 with effect. 
from 1-1-1970” is not justified and they are not entitled to 
nnv relief. 1 make my award accordingly. The parties 
will bear their own costs. 

S, N. KATJU, Presiding Officer. 

[No. L-2901 1/45/7 l-LRIV. | 

IRTTOH 

fft ffafa, 28 SPIRT, 197.1 

▼To XtT° 2500 — TOT: VT TO vptffi In off TOffl ji-TT, liR-T XT -iffi i-i c 

"totott fa-o, Tfatrr (to trfar) % toftor far to# Tfarm 
% far fa i r, r ttfafafarq h jiT v fat, faw, toutt 

ffTOfT TRffTfaT TffTOT RTOff tfa TTfa I, mp 

fafafw ffalTff fawff I ; 


far nr; tor wfa far Jjffarfa T fafaPrT ffarrff ufaffapr, 
1917 ( 1947 TT 1 4 ) fa TOTT 1 0-T fa TOTHRT ( 1 ) V TOT- 
nfa % ttirvi it tpp firfaT *trr grrr to ffanff fa to*# 
nfaff *fafar % % [far ffafa?r trt tt ttr it fan 

| far TOR TOWRPT T7K fa t[T faff %faff TTffTR fa 

fail Tt t ; 

wtt:, xr, Ttfarfirr ffarpr fafafarff, 1947 (1947 tt 14) 

fa OTTT 1 0-T fa TOTEJRT ( 3 ) % TOTTOfa ^ XPERT ff, Tfaff 
TTTTT TO 3TWPT TTR fa, fa fat 8 XFRff, 1 9 73 fa faffT 

n, tottirt wrffar Trfa | 1 

“(ttr) 

(faTfarffaro ffarx fatrffarr, 1917 fasrra hht 

% wfaff) 

^ faw : 

TOTffa T mm : 5 T° fao fao fajT, TOtTSTTTOTT, 

fufastfar tt jrfafafapg ttot trto u -i *1 ) [-m u nrim, m to 

trwf : xr^faffapr Trofa fao fam 

(tor trfar) 1 

TTOTlfa TT srfafafaw T7H Ufa : 'ffJTtX XF- ffl Tf fa W fat, 

fa tpt (farm tfruHi'T, tott- 

trfar 

msfa mn-pr fahtr, 

fa fao trfaT, 

TO WJT riff , 

fa trfacT faff fffa, 

XTETOtT | 

9414 TO T faT ffafffafafff faxnfffT tffffTff fa fa 5T faff xrftTTRl" 
fanlfw faimr , TOR far, vfar % giui ru q, % fair fTirfaff 
TTff TT TTR fan TOTt £ I 

t- fffffafaff ffatlff TOT ffaPT : WT TOTITOTT *fa fa $4 TOT 

?T TO fafifTT TOT tT 1-4-1973 & 

nffar fair RTfafan far far 
$ ? tRt nfa fa farvrc 
fro- ttttIt % srfaTrfa ^ ? 

2- faffK % TOfTTlf TT fTTTOT, TRTO TOfffafafftT TOTOTOTT, 

ffarir fafafaff TOTTR TO ffafa TOTT Tiff TfaRrffUTlfTOT 
TOW TT ffTff qfa: TOTT fa 1TVT STfffafffTOT TTOfa fao, 
fafaftR $ : faTffT, tM 5Tff«T I *TRff 

XT'jfa^TT TTJT TOT, TRffT, 
trrvfa W'fff Tfaff Tfaffl, 

3 - faff Tit far TOffffff TfaTlfa TORT 'TOfffafffffff ffTOJ-T TT, 

TT ffFfffffffaff TT-TT fa fa TRfff, TOvfa ffTT^rr fafaT, 
TOTT1 ffPT : TRTO I TOTTT eTTTff Rffp ffT I 

4- H'rtrffaf tow it fafafaff TOTOTff 18 no 1 
T*i*tiHt fa fT fiwr : 
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5_f^pr jra JTmftff 4T TOffl- 1,000 I 

ara- rr'flrFcf jfFt Tier =mf- 
# sn+tiPn aw ■ 

f!ir ^ sf) ^ % fip TT63TTV?- tfrr Wmraa tpr TT tots3ft 
^ rr i 


TOO - 

( 1) no %o 

5PU ffTvTt, 

=fflTsrr i r 

( 2 ) 7,0 -tplo iTR° ft, 

mr stwrr wRwn'Y, 

TOTT ffo Pro 

srtTsrr 1 


TfflTTT* V 5ETOTT 

wriffrnOr Ttr nfbfbfa’* tw pir 

( 1 ) fa*mr vfrifpm, 

RlTTn P'1 n , 

WTh SFriftffflriT 

jhij< m 1 

( 2 ) — ifp 0 ifta ^9, 

^rpBpr, 

a k-G h 41^ ^ src 1 

( 3) Op? qnf, 

totct, 

rwi hrh mrjrffff 1 

frotowf vj stfaWw* vnr 

«n0 : 

f!o~Zto Oo 


WT SflFtTF, 

SfTifrjFTT, JTTWt, 

vest r 

[ff- tfW-2 9()13/l/73-^Wo mr-4] 
trffo n^TD TT^RnTR, *PTT rEft 

New Dolhi, the 28 August, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 2500— Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the management of Korba Aluminium Project, Bharat Alumi- 
nium Company Limited, Korba (Madhya Pradesh) and their 
workmen represented by Bharat Aluminium Mazdoor Sangh 
Korba, Balaco Mazdoor Congress, Korba and Sanyukta Khadan 
Mazdoor Sangh; 


“FORM C 
Agreement 

(Under Section 10-A of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947) 
BETWEEN 


Names of Parties 

Representing employers : Dr. T.B. Singh, 

General Manager, 

Korba Aluminium Project, 
Bharat Aluminium Company 
Limited, 

KORBA (MP). 

Representing workmen : Bharat Aluminium Mazdoor 

Sangh : 

Shri Ram Bilash Shobhnath, 
General Secretary. 

Balco Mazdoor Congress : 

Shri R. V. Kurup, 

Secretary. 

Sanyukta Klmdau Mazdoor 
Sangh : 

Shri Ajit Singh Varma, 

President. 


It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
industrial dispute to the arbitration of the Presiding Officer, 
Industrial Tribunal, M.P., Indore. 


(i) Specific matters in dis- 
pute ; 


(ii) Details of Ihe parties to 
the dispute including 
the name and address 
of the establishment or 
undertaking involved : 


(iii) Name of the Unions, if 
any, representing the 
workmen in question ; 


Whether withdrawal of Project 
Allowance in part or full with 
effect from 1-4-1973 is justi- 
fied and proper? If not, lo 
what relief workmen arc en- 
titled to ? 

Korba Aluminium Projecl, in- 
cluding its Mining Establish- 
ments, Bharat Aluminium 
Company Ltd., KORBA, MP. 

Bharat Aluminium Mazdoor 
Sangh, Korba. 

Balco Mazdoor Congress, 
Korba. 

Sanyukta Khadan Mazdoor 
Sangh. 

Bharat Aluminium Mazdoor 
Sangh, Korba. 

Balco Mazdoor Congress, 
Korba. 

Sanyukta Khadan Mazdoor 
Sangh. 


(iv) Total number of work- About 1800 
men employed in the 
undertaking affected : 

(v) Estimated number of 1,000 
workmen affected or 
likely to be affected 

by the dispute: 


And whereas the said company and the Unions have 
by a written agreement in pursuance of the provisions of sub- 
section (1) of section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
(14 of 1947), agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration of the 
person mentioned therein and a copy of the said arbitration 
agreement has been forwarded to the Central Government' 


Now therefore in pursuance of the provisions o 
section (3) of section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes A, 

« l947) ' “» <=»'"» oov„„™„, beroby Pll p bli “f, 

arbitration agreement which was received by i, on the 8th 


Wc further agree that the decision of the arbitrator shall be 


binding on us. 
Witnesses : 

(1) 

A. K. SHUKLA, 
Sr. Draftsman, 
Balco, Korba. 


( 2 ) 

M, R. KURREY, 

Sr. Administrative Officer, 
Bharat Aluminium Co. 
Ltd., 

KORBA 


Signature of the Parties ; 

Representing Workmen : 

( 1 ) 

RAM BILASH SHOBH- 
NATH, 

General Sccrelary. 

Bharat Aluminium Mazdoor 
Sangh. 

(2) 

R, V. KURUP, 

Secretary, 

Balco Mazdoor Congress. 
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(3) A JIT SINGH VARMA, 
President, 

Sanyukta Khadan Mazdoor 
Sangh 

REPRESENTING EMPLOYER 

T, B, SINGH, I 
Gencial Manager, 

Korba Aluminium Project, 
Balco, Korba” 


[No. L-29013/J/73-L R Iv ] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

PtfMR, ftnPF, 23 7T4TT, 1973 

Wo Wfo 2501. — SJTPT TlftlPlFTT, 1948 ( 1948 TT ll) 

RR Birr 9 R urn Tfeff trm 7 MRt; THrjff (Rt^Rf) Ptff, 

1950 R pEPT 4 % T'lPfiPl ( 3 ) ffPT FFTT TTpEPp TT rpfpT 
4T7R gll, f'CTd FTWT, 'OFT RFfTT i W tftj TFTFp; 
RtTFPT («fR THPITT fTRPT) Rt wfsTJNRI Ro Worno 250, 

WRftff 1 9 RRTtt, 1 973 R PpdP-rPam RRRpT T77fR ^ — 

TtT arfiT^ETr R, “fRRUm % srErTTfR" R RRftpr ft II 

R, trPrfo 2 % fttt tt fR^tfREar srfRfe ttRt srprA, sprpr- 

" 2 — MR ifto MRo fRtrtr, 

TppfT fRfw RMRfRrnfR, 

Rr wp'pt (Rft «ff#), 
nR Pr?Mt 1" 

[Ro TT^r- 3 2 0 2 3 ( l)/7 3-^Jo^o 

ftr Tiar ©ftst, tt nfRa 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1973 

S.O. Z50L— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7, read with section 9 of the Minimum Wages Act, 
1948 (11 of 1948), and sub rule (3) of rule 4 of the Minimum 
Wages (Central) Rules, 1950 the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and Re- 
habilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. 

S. O. 250 dated the 19th January, 1973, namely: — 

In the said notification, in item II, relating to the “Re- 
presentatives of Employers”, for entry 2, the following entry 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“2. Shri M. P. Singhal, Joint Director, Civil Englneci- 
ing, Ministry of Railways (Railway Hoard). 
New Delhi.” 

[No. S-32023(l)/73 -WE(M W ) J 

HANS RAJ CHHABRA, 
Deputy Secy. 

G/HR , 1 G XPTTvT, 19 73 

Wo Wt° 2302 -4JTF nfsrfRrR, 1952 (l952 W 35) 
RR ETT7T 2 7 % 5PT*f<' J l R RtRHt tIFFR nodal < I F7T tJTTT R 
il in TOT1 % "■T'J MV RwtTF RR 1 

RoO^Io 11015 / 1 / 73 -RR FTR"! 24 FTM, 1 973 ffTTJ 

■j ' AJ i lf. , ifRvjr Rtwr (fR^R thu R eewf Gift) 

R 18 BtR, 1973 RR R JlRhlT 'TprPnPPTt xf[T 

q, 1 Tijft Rt ji H 4774 R t'T 1 ' fd477 Tin r M 1 4 1 Hd Rf 

Rr »rf fRfrt imfw ■mff $ . — 

wpR is ftM, 1973 Rf PrRGtt 
R RREtt TfrftnPTFR iftv 3 fiK°ft Rt fRftR 1 


[Part II— 


1. BTfWtn 

1.1 bttt new R, ftttt R whihuui tfjtto R tnrrfiM, 

5FTMR srfu 444' f’ETtr 24 Eld , 1973 R ^RRfR^ MPTJT 

RlPpuR (Pt^h ttw, Burr 'jwn) R is ftR 1073 Rt 
R t 1 ufl xRr m f, 9-^frRf Rt Rt 

R faR 4R fRpr 1 tR* 4fR R RpRfRfRnJ wifRiRf Rr 
xrRhRt R R wR ttR R faR [Rrir fRip jptt nr :— 

1 . MR 4Rf?r Rftt 

nrtjRr TT^fir rgTer-'HfRnrr Rn, 

2 . MR bIRt nRn, 
rrfRn, 

'4TTrfhr ?ITT ■srfRT Rr, 

SRTPT, 

3. 5fto 

BTOffir RlRtfRRR Rptpt, umr>TT, Rk 

4 . MR ietoMRo rmR, 

ijhm 4 Ml (h 4 i ( 14 rip MRt tHRte ) 

iikjtn Rihoi 1 fRrrm foiu Pro, vfMR 

1.2 1 27 ptR, 1973 Rt RR MR wfR Riptt, MR ?rfRrt 
nRr MRr MR rrtroRfo tpni, wRorr R rrm tm <rr fRfGpjr 
Bfu 1 Rr° MRoMRo fjT«rr w ?n-fR*' Rl BrfRnrr hgR Rl b% 1 
RfRr Ht? fR nra RR, Ret Pet wnPr 3 0 RR MRt 3 1 RR jttR 
rr«rr q?MR ttRb, RR MR rwt, siRTn: R trrn uft w fRTRsnT 
fRnr 1 MR HfRr nRn, *rt*R MR fn fRRr R R rnrr fRr nrr R 
ttft 7 ^ 1 wifari R R tr^r ttR ti: MR TnrR R RRRtiMRt 5r4f«r 
PTr MRv PtEp fRfrsiw fRR 1 ttRbRR bttt PfR oR it PrfGrofR 
R 'iG'aiH-TWT ^RR RRfPr i^pt ?pjRam Rrr tpmpr R 5 ^ ortr- 
tritR ttR R fRn htMtt ifirR tt Prvnn fRrerT 1 R^Rr wet 
xpjMwet Rpj sEnmr RTrotro^ iq , RRr, 5 x 73 no Rf^rrrro jtdtRRV 
tint ‘•MR p*To TThpriipT R R hTTrR 1 

1 2 2 ’TOTT^rr nrR, 1973 RR, UMHie RR«R R t^R RR 
TTft«ra erRo <1 R ttetM R RRRt Rtwr erm mpr Rnr rrlRfR, 
mThTr R xrw^r R uftpt Rl fRer «m w PHn fw 1 
^rrn 4 fR R Pttt ^tR ^rmPm ?rr ^Rtmir 477 ; Ptttt ^tpt, 
MRt RR PtSjt fRn fR ^rrn ttPtPt Tir ut fnTTfrpT vi n^PT R 
o.-C'-et tittttt Ppur tt,^- wf^tr 1 irg MR fR?-^ fRrn wr Pf 
RR fRn tett R ifitR R Pro fR R tptR PrfRr’r norr \ 0 
bRtT, 1973 R MRn 4TfR7T 4T7 M FTTrfPr FPSnFt Fpti T tF H^rd r 
®r v&n t> 4^4 twt(T 7R R Rtfor RpftR wrR nTptxr RRr 4 ^ 
Pf ww ^ R fpn rtt RrfRff RrPmff toRtr MPtjt: R tett 
Gmi jihi mfRr 1 ipr gWT: Rtr fRR ttr RRstt R owfiti Rr 
4lj MR Tjfnrr fRrrr w tR Trf^ Tq-pTFR RR Rfitprr, RnfEr Rfirwr 
TR n^rn R^tr rrPrPr, nFrrrr R trsrw R 437^4 R TfR 4 1 r 
16 TtRt, 1 973 R 5rT7T9f R 5Ti ^ mR tRRt 4g pF 44^1 
Rf nH 4T4T5T ^ttR Ppt R SJ4 (jtMf I 4ST4rT7R R 1 G tt5w, 
1973 Rr 3 no nRj- wqrrjf R -4i4rB4 R ThWn rRR Rf 7 : 1 7 
1973 RR 4s ?j R sttR-wtR ttstMi R rrm 117-4 4T5t-t R 
ftpr #7TK t^R RR utMtIT RR nt I 



2953 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 


Sec. 3(ii)1 

1.2 3 ft RRofto TOT ftTRT if iRT R 1 J ftfTOT 

frorr fi i torWr tortor! if ftftr ift ftp ^ ftRffts 

•F?R fi ftfft ftfTTRR % TOJSTT, TOTRKf ir Wrto ft if 

sfftfw iff wV ft iffftrrt torPtr r ft rrtrt tor i 

1.2.4 ir ftfft % r?tort *r w TjTisrr RurfftroRR 
if RRft aft if frqft wi str TfffsrR RRift i tort iff 
sfftf i str to^r it i if fafft tor ft RTfroT ft 7 ! 5777 :- 

(l) •j'frfTF Tfffrjr irfftft i rtor-rr it ftr if; 

{2) rptor TT^fhr TOrR-ftRR 7 ft to itfftft wp 
rrt (11535) it «fr t if , 

( 3) srrfttR j nm a r ftR-R ft ftT ftjRR itro ftRT tjIrrr 

(rw) iff ftr ir, 

( 4) RTfttR TrftR tor fttrrft, fron to ftTORTT 

rr ff f p Tffvn (mtsf) it ftT ft, 

(s) >41 rtt° io ftrrft 5m, ft ^rPro % fro tort 
■ft to 4 ft ft R ftr fft(f wR-ft sttt jjrtor 
frorr rrt (t 1 

ttf tor fsnrft 3 *r 5 vr, 1973 fftf tots it ftfftfr 
*rcr?r tost (far) ^ toPw fimrr, tpf 8 ttt 17 toSto, 1973 

it JTFS gRT I 

1.3.1 tototot if rtrstt is ftft, 1973 it 3,00 ft 
* 1441(11 if tor WRft prof vrw it 1 trirwr it Rifft tii 
if, R? /r 4 r fro rrt ft tr pwr w^irw (ftofto 
rr° t*Ro), TOfttR fts to itrir i« fw« (wf» 
irtfo To) toto ft, RrrfrR Tnsfts tor ftft ft, wfttR 

TOR ftRF SR, TOTftR TT^fa 1 H ftsrft, fSTSH ftT 

ftroRTT RsifR"5M (iRRtTO) srt ft wroio fttjft % tor 
^ q-WTKf % ’FT if RRT RTtfST *ft 3 ; RR Rq ir TRl^lf Tp 
yp TTO tfft qR if TT^RTT 77 ! if RR ?T^ ^ ft 77 gftHTT 7 
if Rnpff I 

i- 32 . rrs if ifPmf rrijt rvit (far) vt *ftr if iff 
R'Tfftm JTTT I 

1.3 3 «ff fiffTO ^ Sf-TRR qpRR if *ffT 

?T RTT fl-oiT 1 1 fi M if, P^Jfif -dSf ft ’R. ftf'a 3 qRPT ’flPsH 
tfr if 'MIvtcr if RRf, toPt ftftRR irmR i frr 

pRT TTT^ if *ffRR 7 $ P I «ff RRT if Sf !niRT TR RTSTR 
T 4 if ft *mftpf TlRTt if Rrif \ft<R TOR Rlfpf 10 *T<ft, 
1973 TT 4 ftr ft iffH if ftufftr *TT, TTftR >Tiff TT 4 fif I 
Rif f-Rpr ftqT RR ft Rft TRFrT PlRT fftfiT R*F ftfts 
IRRT RpTR if win;?r RTf if *fft RBf RTT ft ftfffftjf 
wqftr i Rf Rf *fft IRRT SR1% if TOW R5T I, TOfT 
rr ^ir i!*! 7 ftftnr 44 m TTftrr T j if if sr^sft s^f 4 f rt Fnr^f 
ftfirof rsPri; ft jjr iftiriff *fff%roji thw ft sif ftnrr 
TO ^ I TOJRR R5ff UTfft <fTT ?f ft I 

1 - 4.1 wi 41 Rf^ fftq ftlff ftftf TC fftrC fTO TO 
wft Rif ftRrTnfr-T ftftf if RRftfe fft jit if ;pft if ^ 
STRftf <FT JTTW ^RT 4 ftST TO I Rff ’EUH I R+-ff 'fTOTTf if 
'rfftlfft if ft itT WTORR if ^ftf t 5 «F i fft 
ftRTT ftf ft 1 
64 G of T/73--6 


1 4.2 fti TO TOTfftf i STOR ir iff fTOR 17 
*T$5f, 1973 W STIR ftf f*fT, RRft R5 TO fftT TO ft 
Rf Rif wff if ftftpf f 1 awftf if tft ftf qftffte ffn 
if ff ft ft I 

1.4 3 torTr to ftft ftr if nfu ir if ftror to i 
TT^r ft RTTOTR if writ if gTO i TOTRT TOii irn TOTO 
TR if RR RSTRfif T4 S4TR ftT -1 1 ftf Sift 'll’l ff T*-! 
?f TfT 77 if W 5TTO if ^TOR RfTO if R (ft TO I 
ft ^ffts ftqr RRT ft Rft RRi RTS 4 fft 1 ft 0 if ft RTW 

RftTftff if irf fifw ftR ifft % fft ^ ir i fro ft| 
^to ft ift trftfftR irftf if fftftt rthtto if tojr ft i 

Fff TO i iftr TOR ftftTT ftRT ifT 1 8 wft, 19 73 if Rftft 

ftm Rffiffti ftR ftroii ftp ft^ 1 ft ft ftmf ft fftrrt 

ftRT ftr ft 1 ft ftTRT ft FqTRTRR Rfftp ifftftf if ft ftftT 
% RTRRT R RftpRfftff if Rift Rift i fftf RTTR 4l(l|Pf4H, 
195 2 if TOT 24 % TOPTR fftft ftRT TO ^ I ftft 

RTft TRTRTTO i fftTmi fftRf ft ftlTf if *ft ftft if 
TOftTOT Riff f!f, ft ftTRTTO Pff Rlftr if TOT TO ftrRf 
fftft ft J'fi'TT P TRR'Ef ^ I if TTR if H RRtP ft Ifftf 
ft ftjt ft ft ftro ir tor $, ^ tort ?t sro if ftrr 
TOT ftfffR I 4 of R, 1 0 i ffft ft - «TRT if T7T (ffif qft if ft if 
if ^ ORujf i fftf V I f 4 9.| 1 4 1 *. TO TpR R4R di TR 41 is I m'1 

ftif ft wrerfft ft rto if w Error ir irNr if ftr ftif 

5^ftr % f rj torr ef 1 

1.5.1 RfTRTTO if tJfttriF ftRT iftifj fftRpfftlR RTffif 

it i7if, i8«ff ifR 2 o^ftrw 1973 if jff 1 ftfpr 
wft if trtrtto if ir tii ff i ft rtr ftif if, Rivrftff 

TOT tor ftp ft ftft RRT?t (*fift qfffw - 2 ) & >J®-cTra 
if ft 1 fti RfsfftT, fRft ftrsif if torto i Rsiff i 
ft if p;-RR? if ft :- 

1. RTo Ro %o RW 

2. ¥T» i'o RRo «rfflTft r\t 
3 if fto TTSTRTTO, 

ftr ^irPts 7 , iftR srsR tt^rrtr isr, rrrtr *Pt 
4. if ftfo fto H; y S RftTR, ftffTOC, TftoRTffoTTRo i* 
TO 

5- if Tffp^o Rfftf, SpTS 7 TTftRR 7 , Tfto^ftofTRo io | 

1 . 5.2 RRT(ff if IRTR TO TO 7 ! 20 fttT, 1973 if SRRH 
gRT TO Rft STtR if ft I 21 W^R, ( 1973 ) TOT TOf 

TOff I R'Sf RMRftf if RR%-ft% RTftff if lift ft if TOJsfR 
Rf ft ifr ftf Rwroff if, to if *rri srsif if ftfw 

ft qft RTTTOT 8TTT 4 1 > t RTf Rp ftR TO RTRT if *T^sIs 

ft ft I 

1.5.3 21 ftR, if ftfif if STRficT i SRT TR1 R I R4 if 
ftf TOR ftif if RRTft if RfftR if ft 1 

II 4 n I TM TO fsTTR 

2-1- STRTTO 

pfftj-rffsp itRHT TOR, fFtrt if 4(4 1 (ft % sf spiff froft 

i srffR, Rrsfti sff % Prw fror ^ ft df rrto i stt 

i Tift TORR 15 fis sf° | I 
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2 . 2 . bKAbYB BWA 

2. 2. 1 TOT TOAFtT A TfYtAT BA At TOTHF TOT % Him fY 
yf aPaP-h | fYff Prr Arrm^rer. fPtat tYato afro 

t Yfa i a Y YfY tY bYt ttaT toot $ i tYa i e tYtfY Y 
ffw % YYb if <bz frorroYt % b\t bat »ft£f i 7 TffA Y YW PrfYTO 
n^mpft if 1 1 



f^Erf rTrf^T^T l^nq 

taYY aviPfl 

$ - 


AfA <(Y TOT 

Afrof 

Ptattot 



(YYstf Y) 

(YYrtT Y) 

1 

1 8 

3 

-- 


-- 

— 

57 

2 

17 

2. 4 Y 3 

— 


— 

-- 

9 5 

3 

1 6 Y° 

2. 4 

— 


— 

__ 

32 

4 

1 6 

4 .5 

— 


— 

-- 

67 

5 

1 5 qo 

1 . 5 

-- 


— 

— 

98 

6 

14 

19 

— 


— 

— 

75 

7 

12 

7 8 

— 


2-2.2 AO tfsT Sr YYYf <fY TOA 6 5 Y 1 Y 7 Y 1 Y, 

ffYnr aPba 4 Y bYt 60° aPiaa £ i 

2 3 w*m 

2 . 3 i is 1 7 YtY YY# bYt Patotf asjPt arm snpr 
<T$Y yJTA: pTApAA Bf Af «ft I TOT AA % ACTAf Y BAA aYY 
aw if ttoa % Pcata a t Piat abt t \ 

2.3.2 TA AAA, 16 B», 16 bYt 14 YYaY At WU TO 7TO 
£ I IB iffA A>, qfrfV 2. 4 YYST AffY £, Frwff if 'JAA 
flAprA PCTT ART | I BfUB AIA At ArPY ^f FFAf Y *J4A 
fA«rr ATT £ I TOT TO IfA YaB if FTlTOr % AtA Y THAt sffAF 
Ir TOFB fABFrY TO TOY BApT It £ bYt ^aY if, t?Yta % ^TA 
awtiat ttot sstY to to! tot rorr £ i 

2.3.3 16 R® YYa AT ATAFA AATTTOT 300 SA SrfYfAA £ I 

2 3. 4 YYa 1 6, 4 Y 4 . S YYtt A>ff £ aYt Rif PtFfY if YY 
fwfOA fTOTT ART I I TP1AA BTA sPt if aY ATOY iff FfYY if 
1JAA fTOTT ART £ I IA AAA At YTOTf if TAf^A % aYa if 'TOR 
PmY AT ^ £, AA TTOWP5 'TEYa if wfr ^ATO BAlft YYaf 
qff A^fY if I 

2 3.5 T[A TffA ir ATAFA £fAA RTAIAA 500 SA £ I 

13 6 1 6 Ao wYt 1 6 YYY II fwf ifaffipT «ff £ I 

2-3.7 14 ApA A TOnfATT Af ^A frqft % ATA Ir AA 
APT if WpTOT fTOTT ATT £ I A? AIA III fcff lYfYA' AT £ I 

2 3.8 14 TTYA % ATAFA tpTA R^TfAT 750 IT AF t I 

2 . 3.9 11 , 16 BlT lfi At> YYaY if TOTA YY If pTO BF 
*Hk' finJATA J I Jo 1 , 5 #AR ArA 1 J tffA if TOTW 

445 Afro rV 44i ifriT rpr Riryy - w ^ rrih 


Ifo 2 affc HITS lb wU 16 As, TflAt A TfABt 275 

AtRT, 214 TART, TflT 179 AlR 145 rflRA H A^TOff AT RAft 

^1 16 arfr 16 n;° TfAf r>A, IR^ir ir *ff ft t I 

2 3 10 l» 1 TllT 4 A.R ATATTH % T/fT l» 3 

iffT ■?« 2 l^T ifr srr^T fATAAl % TOT f, I 1, R 2 TflT 

ft- 3 tfalRT AT TAT AM - AAR: 14, 1 6 5ffT 16 As iffm if 

AtART AT^fe TTTf'Tn fftT A.’Tlff It f-RA fAAT TO AT \ l 

2. 3 11 TOA t TO A ATfTTO % RPJR AT TTA PTTO UITTO ff I 

A^TO AliY 8.00 ARY *1 16.00 TATt HA, ATTf 10.00 

ART iT msf TTfA A 0 0 0 AT HA aYt iffAff A"ff 0 00 51 

A 8.00 ARf AA ^fAf ^1 

2 . 4 . SAT At 

2 4 1 AmT »TTA >Pf A 5 WT, 1917 if ATITTO TOTT AT 1 
JJR ir-T if !jrA Aa 4 TO 1 TA TTTATA fAs ETTO TOTRT ATT I 
AIAKTOTT ^ OAT A ATE I Pi TO if A A ^fTOFT AAPA AA T#tTT A ; “ 
pfo Y, TOBt YaY ^ APA AlATA AFo fA» ^ TT 

AATOflTATTf S', Y f^AT I 

2 4 2 YaT? TjfAAA ATATA ATT tYTa ART-ft fA» AT ATOH 
1 1 - 8-1972 AY Ir^fA AWT A TOpf gTA Y pTAT AT TplT 
AA ir*A 51 TA qff, TFiTAA 5 T 1 ATA TTpl Ao f^o % nr ATA 

% ka Y ttot ’staia bYt ataa aafta sttt aa atrY^aa 

|r atsaa Y tY to tYY J i 

2.4 1 TA fYATO TOA Y AAftTA ApFR AfWlf^f % ATA 

Y s- 

1 JOT AT TO lfoffpTAT ® 4 Y YYo Arfo 4 AT 

AA 1J5A TOTA tYYPtAT 

(ArrY) bYt aYaR bY BITo AIETOA 

AA AW <sHA TTOFAAT iff 71 DA ° Bt^if 

(biaTaat) 

AfT55 ATOBB iff Iro TTJTo TORT 

Afros isffPTAR iff Yfo Yfo TOftrff 

T’rfAAff ^YYfAAT iff Yo AA° fY? 

2 4 4 aYPaO'Y TAT Y AJA Y ATOW AABAT, da; AAIffA 
Bpwff, 5 TBT BfATAff, fAT sfYlTA BpSTAAff-A^TAA ^sfffYAT 

bYt bto battoa AYlifr aYaiY to! AfHs atobaf aY a^tato 
attY Y i 

2-5. ffTOTPC YA ATATAA 

2 5.1 TOT AAA, TA tYaTO TOA Y BpTprA 2,750 wlAA, 

ATA TOAf Y frorY A 15S FHlPfA 14 YYa Y toa toY atY 
>150 lAfATAf Af^A, BpT % BTO. ATA AtY # I 

2 5 2 AY 1972 Y sffTOA fA ATOTEA 3,93,427 5A AT I 

2 . 6 * 

2 6 i Arnr at Prroff Y aaY toY at aatY eft otfrotr jw 

Y AArPlA pAAT TOAT Y I n ,A TITO r| O 3 YaR Y TOTTAT gBT S, 
FTOTaY TOTTO 6,750 AAc 31 fAA aY f Yf 4 5 o tTAo A 

TOT aYa aY PtoYaa ATTO Y I T'A AST % AfTTOff 5 TB TOY TOTS 

Y PtofY aYtt A T>r'T aY — 6 ° Y + 1 o° aa Afrof aa faro 
TO ATTO Y I TA AAA aYa + 4° AF ATT W TOTTf aY 
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2 6.2 2 W WrfTW Wt WT ITITT^ wtxkTt 

jT^Y-tiTjWW T'fT ft fWWTt WW-W 2,860 31 Or^T WT 21 

WWo TW WTW TT n I *tj H W'Jf T.^-l 1 G WPT Jr TTW- 

xwwr vt wwrfww txwt t i 

263 T 1 JtwE 16 wYX 14 wtwY % WIW7W TKE Jr VW 
if WTW TTWT $ Sfk WWlf?W WWT 1 b Wo 6R 5* faw WiST-T WWW 
X 1 ifo 3 tftfil 1 1 WT 16 rro wVjf'r % WTTFT ft WT rjo 2 

Jiwrx lb rYw w far? i 

2 6.4 W’fWT Wo 1 (^WWTe) WrwPW «( if Wl. XTTW *T 
ww^i'or wT iw-w-ww Tifwi / 1 

2 6 5 4 ° ;i w twiPh wai, f imwOr srwwr 13,570 r™» 
31 fw?r «fV X, wwt f it wtw t?t 'rwr £, \ 6 wk 1 4 

ffmt tY wwrfww wxwr ft i wwww 3400 tww 0 1 F^-t rfrw i 1 w 

wwikw frwr wrwr %_ wk wrwt wtw ie w° wtw Jr i 

2 6 6 7 ? srr^rrwr tfr W$ ft fY> Wo .1 4 WW if Wit T WWlY 

urtfiitfa w, 1 1 wYw t tt 4 w wtw ie ^ 2 4 te 

r=rf jj- Y"r ^wt ttY wrY wxwitY w im wrw r 'jwY Jr #° a 
fl'pj Tr wr ttPitt wwrww wt swxxwr ft i wwifw, tr 
itfTFWT Wt gWWT W Wt WN offo w.Wo rro Wifo Wt WT W# X 

wk w fr ww% fww wwwr Tikfw wY wt X \ 

III wtw 1 4 if Trfrww 

3. i.i ffrw ii, io7o wY Jr wfkr wt wr i tw wYw Jr faw 
rwprw wt wwr wr wItf wrrawfr J. 'rwwii «fr ^4 'rfxw'Wr 
frqra Jr wr'T % wt Y cYwrx frwr Wwt wr i wtw wr 4 » i wk 
4 <> ii wtet wr rrwHrT u-i wtar wr wt ’nr^r ttf 
Wjkr W3T | r;Jr snrjTOtT 4? p'JTw t wtw 5rr*fr ftwir tt 
■faPr ffirr fWTTTW % ttw ^5 fawfaw fTwr wwt Y i fawiw 

TrwwErwi Jr fwrr, uftil Jr JVaT, T> Pr 2 5 - .10 vtjto T-fr T 

wtr wr x# rsrrw |, wt wwrtrr tt 1 1 wfnff Jr WTWTwrw 
Trijwr ttiY wTw'r rmkrr rm Tr*r fwwr wptt % 1 tt wwfa 
Jr fTT, T 7 T rjWTTTW frlW-T WtTW 3 W trwo 2 5Wr'F T fWTTW % 
Prtr ir<rrw kwr wwr wr i k 4 r vr f m w?Yw q?Jr ?ar 

pTUT WWT WT I 5TTTf*TT fWW'TW WTWTT1W TWT WTW-WTW 2- 4 WtTX 
4 r awrS wt t w^r mwowir Yr-rr £, wwrww Wi Tfr^w 
t wwrsRr % fww 4fwwfxwr tt nn wt ttot Pjrfww wt 
J r ttwt wwr 1 1 

3 1.2 'I'm wo 1, 11 flYw T TW-fTW TI wf3T ?l 

WOfo 1 ’Jt < crTfo 2 ofTr sYtT TTW SWTT ^ 4 w fwTlwW 

fpcr tpr % ^rt^rfwT 3 w ^wtxw Tr wwrwdr Jr Tiww 2 j wTst ti 
wUTi % wtJ wrrr?w t-w t fww w«wV wrwrc fwrmr tT rflrwr 
wwrt wt S 1 rrsfo 1 Jww Jr, rjrpw fwtw wt tut % inw-wtw 
WWW TTWT W?Y ?r fWTFTt m ^TT I Xjk ~A TJWT-WW WT flWT 
wwr 7t I TW ETt if WP ^WWT fww WTsfr WI'TTX w!w 
if www fi'wr wwr wr 1 wfw>Tww6frw 4 rwfl^fr W-tw wwtw srxr, 

TrpP WT TWfTW TWT WT^W WT WWWr f wk wr 6S6 WIT n-jf 

«pt WT WT'2 WWCT WWEffr ft, TtWWT WTCW fTWl TTWT WT 1 

3 1.3 W?WT fWWd Jr 5wr TrwWT rWTPlW TT TrW WT W^T 
^T?r Jr wrwcw fTWT wwr % fwwY ktcw wfrt wrw ^r wtw 
tpt fwwr wwr |i nw Tr wraT-i 2.1 wwo ?. wiwt 
Trww? tT 2 7 ^Wo '} 1 wr wrtf V wrw htwt 12 wfo t 1 


j.i 4 ?w wr tw^'r w, wwr %wrrw ww t trwt bit 

WPTTW Jr WTW WTW WTT TWTt if, TTW fwWT WtTWT ft I 

wet Jr fwwT Jr wrwr Tt wn i trk ww 2 fwrwcw (twt tpit 
% wwt wr€f sft twwa wwfr wfr sto i *iV e\o 2 rj wnr wjfrflr 
fwTT % fw^rr^w if wtwptw wJ wJ wrrw 4 1 wter siwr <ftJr 

WIT X, WIT Twif Yrjffw WE Tf WTX 200 if 1 Tf iWTW wY WT 13 T 
& J t?tt tT nm 3 :tt ^ew ft i 

3 L.s ^w www irw w.www Jr tfrwww wwww 200 swfww 
wfw WTfr Jr Fwwrww w wwmw 250 ww wrwwrr wfwfww wtwt 

irwr I 1 

j i.b wew wp? wY ttwwtw wbw wtwr xrk fwr ¥m Jr 
wt'w irtoT X 1 wrir Jr wr? w wt?Y J; ttYt wr^r wY 

TTWriTt TT a'TWIWr WY wt fr I 2 5 x "0 TWO WTW Jr wwrrofjw 
fw?wwi Jf wt DrYwfw sw fww.fwrw fwwT wwt X wk flwfkff 4r 
wrut Jr wrw'wrw wyrw wY 4 rx 24 ww wt anwrt wwr Jr siTwr wwt 
1 1 fw+www wri wtw mxw % wtw wt# ww fVrw wmfw Jr frwT 
WPTT t 1 

T 1.7 ^wf WTu'w WX rrwo 3 JwW if F.Tf^lftlT klVt Jr WTW 
180 rrjf tt# fJw Trtw Jr wrj JtTTX Jt TWW J: WTW WTW 
wr 4 wr ewet fww.WT tt x^rr £_ i Tnrf ttwrx Jr <£w wY Tiw 
wrrwwYx fwrr wrxr w ww-'iniT fwwwr ^ i wfwJr Jr ww wk wmj; 
W Jx Jf tTFTWWW fwxwTX WW'WW 6 rrw % I ^ttT wYTIW Jf I^W 

if wrwwr, wfr trwwsYw Ttw^fr www wiifYw jut tYPp wwfww 
w?tw wx x€t wf % www yrwT 1 1 

j. r .8 wrr ttYiwtw Jfw ^ wfw wtxT wwww 200 *wf wiwY 
wf PiwTfsrw wxY w wwww 3 10 ew wYwY wt wrwrww jitwr ft 1 
3.1.9 rrr 3 nw X wT fJr 14 rftw Jr wk-wwwf Jr cpff 

PrrwrJ wx wwww raxrx-wftww wf wk trtt | (wrr w° 1 J 4 ) 

WT^W WT 7 WW wJ |T 7 t I TT^W Jr TWt WX TtJwWTX ^WX 

ffwf Jr ^rxrer fjor wrY ft wk wTwfwww (wT s) fwxwkTf 
Jr fawritfcw Fwtt wrrxrr | 1 

3 1.10 kkw Jr wrfwwY Jr wJ wrwT tY ww 5 t wrY wk eJt 

tjwt ^irt wt 4 rx % ttY Jr fwr wwfar wwwr fr^ WIT 1 

3 . 1 u 14 wtw Jr Ptw fwifTw spr; wftfww fwwr wwr 
| wk TTwJr TT wfxw^w TrJwxf 4 r '^'aWT fftxr rjjo 1 4 rw 
Jr fwrx TTwfJwr r^w 300 ww Jr tjPtww Tmwr wrx Jf fwwr 
mm tT ftrfww wnkw Y wfYww ft 1 tfwtw fj^WEf if wrwwf 
wt 5^ ttrw m i 7 , ; t ^txtt rfk ^wxt srxr nY wwft ^ 1 

3.2. 1 4 wYw Jr TlYwwY TT WWTWW 

3 2 1 1 4 WTW Jr fww WWIWW TT raTTT, WTHT W° 1 if 
WWTWT WWT ^ I 

32.2 wrrw gxwr wijTfwwurTWW arxr 28-2-1973 Jt ftr^ 
ww Wiwr T wwwr-r, 14 wYw tT fkY w tjwr wt jw wmT 
3,100 pwo 3 fww wt 1 vrY Jr, wwww wt fw^rf wwo 2 
tw Jr w? wt 1 

rftw 14 % fww waw wwrww tJ, wt 3 ttx w wwrfww 

fJWT WWT J, TT wfsrWT fkrWJT fWR' WTTX | :- 

2670-wwo ww 0 fsnr fwxwnw fwrrw, 'TWo WXW o WTt° 
wff o TfTxtw, wkrfrw t 4 : w>wwTt w^tt, wt fe yrjw % ftw* 
Ewwkww, 4 w>f WEJ 7 J WTT n ,s TO fWo TTXT fWWT gWT I 
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ftWTT 70-8 trq-o ir^o^tc ufto 8T 4,300 ft 7,000 tJW° 
3 I fftft I 

iftZT — 270 OWo 8to, ftw tfws: inro'ffot^To— 31 8 

3.2.3. wjim •»«# 

farrar vfW 4 iVt — ftPtrwfm ftftt ov ?8T ft 

ftr^, 10 W$mn Tt aft 888TT 8" 1 ft 1 ft 10 W8> fftP?8 

ffttj ww 14 wtw ft wi-wt if nmtr mift $ i 'wr w° 
e tpr PrftowfrR w?r 8ft ft4Tf?T8 ttitt $ uralft ft 8^ fftmw 
jfafwft 88 w8Tftra- 8iftr £ i ft www 8 *it wo 1 88 Trftwrw 
w^ft ftprr WT Tff WT i 

324 w^now to 1 wwift fftij wtw ijtwt wrjT-faftvrr 

* T^f^grffT rfr wf «ft i 


j 2 s wPt farfftw imt * wipwv 8ftl ft wftm farrow 

ftfft fto; rift | — 


affWlT WT 8 lf 

vrfftr 

trmw 

WTo 

tfto 

t^Wo 

W 8 WT 

^ 8 (w *m> 

23 ITWo 

23 

2950 

Jlfft PlWB 428 

3T^T 

tfto 



^ *i *fVcT 

fto <t<s 4nTo 





2 ITWolrotrWoftVo 

12 s ft< 

> 14 ft 

2910 

srfft Pmr ieo 

23^8 tfo ftfo 


16 5 


ft 370 ww 

3 





3 irirotTWoiTW« 

1 5 fto 

14 8 

2900 

5Tfft fftWB 7285 

■fto 




wter 

fowfam - 8 tt 

wn: ft 


8 « 88 

TTftWTW fftwr 


WT 8$T 8T I 


3 . 3 . ftw fftftww 

3 3.1 $WT Pfl 81Tft Tff W 14 Wfw wft 1970 ft 
wtoft art «ft 1 wkww , ftwn- ft fft8^r fawr 88<Nwftt ft ftw n wfsw 

WTSfT if mT 8(ff ftolT^ 88T ftto ftPr ftf H frtff fftffwT 

«mft wm 88r, 4jwfci — <ftft fft 18 nh 1 6 ftfft / 
8^ft-8Tvft ftwTftrftteTf am bw % fort ft to mOivtt wr 8ft ftw 
tftor 8ft wf to, tor Powrw ftto ft e?4T ft WHIP! w 8 02 
totorcr or 1 

332 wonwirp tow 1 4 ft 8pNwt ft ftw fft88to 8ft tt 

wfr to I if8, 1972 ft 4T8T ft 888 fTWT W^T ptoWTHW IRf 
fftt; IpF pTF^ WapTW % Wpfft 14 tow ft ftoj tfftw 8ftWWT 
W0TTWW 8ft Sllft 18 13 45 ^ 3 8ft WW8 % 8ft Pl4>IO 8ft 
8 T wftft $ I TW88 *Ptf fjftn | % ft^8 % 8ft ftl88W 8lf 88 
OTP e 1JW 3 fW8o t I 88(188 tofaw ft WWl, WT8 
^WT wrrrfatoiTww nrr, 3wft 818 *rwr 14534 -fllo Prrtv 

31-7-197 2 % inr, ffftr 14% 817ft-?w 8ft iftffa-TT 8ft rfftTfl 
Pnft ft 3 »t irm 1 

3 3 J ST^r 81 ^ftl ft 'TOW 88ftt <nf 8f t 1 


[Part II — 

3 3 4 ^VTlft, H9 r tl SI 73 ftff fftftRT 81 ft T8l anft 

8Tft ft8T^ jftOT ft Tljft 8ft *T8fft ft ?ft7TT, tfftT 389H PT ft 

tTR 3 j ft fftr ft! Pi 9 4*T 8ft 88^71 Pi*-1 8T 88lWl’ I 

3 3 5 1 4 ftftr ft ftftr fftim 8ft 8T 8ft 31T8 87Tft ft 

87jfftr '4 -I H ii'jutiii ft'S S7WTT ft T^T r MlMMH ft 81^ft T 7 " 

12 4^18, 1973 ft 81^8181 fft^, 4ftr 2 9 qR° 3, fftT° ftl 
ftftr fftm TT Tlftf I w 414818, ftl ft t8fft JpT, ^ftfft 

'rr ft 8714 ^rft % fttr ^rrir ft ftr smr ft Pm w i ftftrr 
fftftjTT 8ft ?T 8ft J'iiOl ft fftT J J Hl RPTT iSfT TOrlT (j I fto 
ufto^t fftisr, wftiTT IPT 30-3-73 8ft ft^o 2 TO ft 

BlT ft ftlft 8ft HTtft 5 ftfftftft ft 4ff(TF ftftft ft ^mar 8ft 

ftftfftft [891 ^ I 

3. 4. <TW-^8 WftThftr 

14 fttft ft 8ftft-wftr ft Wft-^r 8T8TW8ft 8ft Pftfft ftftlftft 
ft88t (ftWT Wo l) ft Tftff Wf | | wft 1972 ft 14 fttft 

ft Vftflftf 8ft Wlf qWT WW 8ft JW WT 7075 fftrcw 
«ft mft wmffti srift nw 8ftwft 8ft 4 5 fft° wtw nmft 1 1 

3.5 1 4 fttw ft fftqn W»W»Wt 388T8 

3 5 1 14 fttw ft ft® 3 ifrTr ft wwrf W^ 1781 8RHT ftw 
ft 8rfft!^ WW? ft OT-fthH ft 3300 afto 8ft 8T ft fftwftt TTOTf 
8ft 8TRft 1 4 ftrw ft, s wr-ftjirrw | fftwft ir«f oito fftrr- 
fftwr WW I I 200 fto >fto fto 3300 / 550 afro ft8lft 

pRft^ocfto Wft T81|7: ft 3TIW ft WWT ft 1JW ^twTWftT 

aflT 550 <fr° parwfftiTT wft I I 

1 

352 14 ftftr ft ftft jft p^ft Frmftl T48<w wP nfrtft 
Mfw ft ^ i 

3 5 3 W*W Jww Rwwpl4< ft WWllftfr W«HT?W81 WTWW 

Pi *1 SWT ^ — 

(8>) ffftw wrc ijtww 

(^) 408 5141W 

550 ftlo ft pq'ifim. ft wP=wfftw pTW ijir ^WftW8l WTWW 
Pm M8K | — 

(8l) 8WT ft'Afii, 

( 8T ) 4rfftWTT ^TflpTTr, 

(w) iftt-w^r ^7«r>r, 

(w) fttr tftw jtwwTTro ft 'gfft qfft gTww-ftftfon 3 i7 0 

8T 4*nf aftf I 

3 5 4 8^ ftiffT 881 fft fft^W -7H8 <.^1 ft frPjaBOTW VT WTWT-W 
WTW81 vlfftMT* ^ W W 8T f, 88rfft J#8? 88TT4ft ft, 
01 [ai-MKo [?i ft 8^1 WTajW JWT 8T Pfl oi$J C18 j^8l ft88f ftlPiO 

88Wt 88 fftWT ft8W 8 -H IJ5J1 ft ■ ft oim TT 88 W hhIki 

wmrft TT^r wrftl wt ft \ 1 ?wft 4rfftft8w, 5^81 

0188ft wtw 8ft wf, ft ftww ft 88 8m WWT Pd 4ftWTWp4 

ftfblT 8ft, ¥ij#f 41 8 H ml ft 4TftfwW OWTf ft Wp«81 T8TT 88T WT I 
88TI4Tt ft, Wlft jfftWW Wi8,pT8l, %T Pf 3Wff Wft 

wmf wf ftr, Prwft W88 ft Tftw-!j;8; wftvrr ft ftrr 

ifr ftt 1 
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3-5.5 7p ?7 W ’FT (7TO7T #t ffTf THT7T TO% fff 
fr#f7rr fit 77*77 atr ipim % f 77 mft TOwnr tWt 
fti? 77 # | 7?T ^TTOTT # 7# ^rpT^fwWT ff ffT#-7TOT # TOTO 
£7 t£f7 faffa (sftlTTT # 7lf#7 5t TO |l 

IV frorotror 

4 . 1 ftwsteo #TO fTT# TFft TfTfTOfTOt 

4 . j.i in? r^fror Pfto ron Pf toj 'jam Tfrror, is 71 #, 

1 973 fit 8 TO# 7T7 fit g# *ft I 

frfTTOT, 17 7T# 1 9 7 3 *FT 7#t #tTO #t#t 7 TOTOTO 3TTT77 

■ft# Nto tot fft wi ttN H 7rr*7 stTitt tPwk is tt#, 
19 7 3 fit 8 «T 4 73fg f'F TOTT I 

4.1.2 TpfTOT 18 7T# ff'TO7 TO 7771 1 [gf f#7 TO I TtTTOT, 

1 9 Of#, 197 3 TO ^Ml' Nlfli 7 % TOTOT TO iff TO I 

4 . i 3 f(ir fro) Pro^ TOtf-Prof # Ttfr Pfto to ttoto, tototHto 

fwiT7 % f##f TOT# % ftpr 77TT TOTO $ I TOT# Tjf777 37TOT7 
fit 7171 TORyfft fit TOT 7TO TOJ79TT, fFfTTT TO Pr7T77, y j TO 
«tt 77TO7 3TTO TO77T, 7TOT7 faft TO f>T# fit #ar-7T7, $77 7TO 

ttto-tt w fTO f ' t Tt yt . Its tottt TOrfror £ i 

4 1.4 a? at frorir £ fro w from % TOTOif^fr fro to 
j v q i n fit 5 felt# TO fTOT TO 1 nT ^ 7t ^7$ 7#-W TO# frog TOT# 
# <tff i#7 # TOftttf TOFT m TOTO $, jTT7 Sr Pro TOTf£ I 
## 7#t ri-av TOtft to w^rt *frr wVrft *grofr % f#7t # 97 
tr yjf Pfto tttto | fro wifw T^ar-Tfroft to ftotft 
7 gr i 

4 . 1.5 Tjrorrer tow % ttott t t, 7g 7737 jut $ Pf 

FfWlNfakT TO# Tf7TOT, 18 TO#, 1973 fit TOT# iff f#tT 7# 

It# # : 


4.1.9 TOT 'ftpTTO TO TOW fwi# TO TOi# 7 7T7T7T TOTT TO I 

4 110 #TO ff* 7g# f./ 1 TOTT ffTOT TO 1JTO TTOlft TfTOT 
TO TOTOTO TO, ffrTO frfTOTTO TO 3toJft° TOf#ft % TOlfff 

fTlll f frotT if H I TO 1 TO# fiO fr TOJTOT, TOT7T fit 
*14pf 8 TOt it ff #tit TOTO Tpft t TT7t TO TO o 3 fTO PfW7 T7 
TOf it tTO ff# PtTOt TOT it ft| Fh f fTTOf TtlT T7 7TO TOTO 
TO I TOt 97 %TOT *F TTOfl'fl J 7T fT7*t fit PfTO # #o 3 
t»[*4T7 Pt7 T7 7# ff tt T TO7TOTff TOfTOTO fit l^TT 7fTT J 1 01 
9T TO7 3 ite 77 1JW TtfRTOf TO JT^ fTOTT TOTT TO I 

4 l- 11 ^T TO# TO 7#fW7 FfTO TOoffto ffT#t flt7 FJTo 

7f» Tt^riTOF frfwTf, jTtr frorr to t^t to i fu toft 

tf N’T Stoiftf TOfJtPt, ffro wfTOTTO at TOTOTT TOf if 
ttNtot # i 

4 112 TT?T af'9 7 77 fiTTOTT TOTf ff f ftro IFfTOfT, 
sft ffoTOTo 5J*T7T 77 7, fTTNq TOflW Wt WTO ff TT# 7 
7# fit 7TO ff77 fit TOTO TOWTfff WTOff, #1 fTT7°#f° atuft 
ir TO rf «ft i TO#TO?ff wroff fit ^Nn fron tto 7T fro i J 
77 fit wN ff fror N# fir fro firm fTtfifS #tro #t7 ^7 wN 
fr Ftot 71# TO TOf ff77 fit TOTO TOtff 5TT7T f ft 7# «ft I 

4 1.13 friT H 7T#t 7# NffTT: 7l7 77 fff'7 fit TTTTTTOftTT 
f7# ff 7T# fit TOT77 TO? 77 77 7 NfT 77T TO 

*ft7 71777 if 210 77o fpfFT 7l71[7 t? 7# 7ff FftTOWfor TOt 

7# #t, fror uuf H ff #t7T7 # ttotot farr w 7p i 7N 

TOJ it TO fTO7#t <Ft TOft to(^ 7 ffr jrtrf7 7 # fir fflrf tf «rJ fit 
TOtftt ff N 7 77 ffT# fit TOTO TO#7T^ff WTOff H tft 7# #t, 
7T777 #75tit7 7#%fTOr7TOTOI 


(ff) #7 TOt#7 #ar ift TOTOTOT I 

(ar) <#7 WfTOftr fir 57 : ffTTO I 

(7) IJ7 2 N it TSt#7 TO TO# ffTTO I 

( 7 ) T 7 T 2 #ror ff TOft7T7 ITT ff fTORT TTSto TO777 

fir Pr TOTO I 

(t) rrtf 2 7)7 ff 7T7 TO?7 *f 377 fit #77t f# 7171 
ffTTO I 

(7) it 2 # fi#77 77 WJ ?TTf |l f7 «rfHc5T77 

#tr TOjffTf 1 

(w) fffVrro 77TTO 77 tttotft ffi# i 
( 7 ) fai[7 frorr to rrpwf i 

4.1.6 3177 TO# % 7TO7T, 16 7t7 # 14 

#17 7ff if 3 JllKt # ’Iff vlqfc TfFt % TO# TO 7T7TTOT 
7 TO7-TOT 7NTO7, 1 8 7T#, 19 7 3 % Ntt qijT WT 71 ^ 
TO# fTPT % 1JW TOT# 7fTOTO7 % 17 TO TO fftr 77 Ntt jt^ 
Ttffwl TOftlf tpi# W7 WSff «t7 JT77 ##tfTOTT f# 7W7^ 
7 7? TOTtfw ffTTO 7TO TO I 

4.1.7 TOJTW7 #f TO7F7 TO#f ftf 777 # 158 TOffTOtt 

TO Tpft 7T#t # #7T 77T TO I 

4 1-8 6 7# 777 # fTTff #f# 7T7t fM7 7T#t ff ftTI7, 
#7t fff 3177 ^#T # TffTO ffTTO 7TO %, 8 7 7f7TO fit, #7 
1 4 # 7T7TTO 777917 frott % 777 # #7TTO 7TO TO I 


4 . 1.14 firm TO7 firfronro 1 34 («ftt: % Ntt 7 ^toj II 
ffllTT) #T atft7 7TO7 717 5TTT TOTt ffT7 7 cr TOT#t 7r#7 
7#9TT 7fN | fff 7l# ’JTO W 7TO77 W fT7# % 777 it TTff 
<r# H?t 77f7 % #t?T7 57 : 7P^ 7#f fffTO TITO |, #t Tjf# #f #t# 
ifTTt tt 77t TOffTOTt fit 7177 fTTTO 7T#7T 7TOf7, 7f# 7TO7ff 
77JC£ ^ fff f TOT7, 7ft 77 7##?ft TO#t # FT# g7, TO7 7ft7r7ff 

Tpr wNqi# fttr ^77 77777 ffr# #f to#T tt froftNrt ffiNro 
ft! fft# ffTTO TtrorfR fit ##t #f ^717 ttNt 717 it ittotot 
it, #t 7 17 TOffrort #t wrarr # 7fro |, fftr 77 rot # NP»7 
to#w #ro | 1 

4 . 1 is frfrotTjt % 7 ^ at m tto ^ fff #0 3 fw 7 
7TO77 7TO 1.30 7# 77 J7: TFJ ftf7r 7TO TO #t7 40 ITOTO 
ffT# #f TOT 14.10 TO# 77 PflT TOT 117 fw 1 7TO 7T I 

4. 1 . 1 6 TfrfTOpTTt # TO# #, pTOl% 7tft7 q«7 TfTTOT 
WfT 14 10 TO# 77 J7. IT PfTTO TOTT TO, ^t# 7707 ^TTO 
37qw T^t 7T I fffT# T7 7#t 17 7T#7 f#TO 17 777 77 7t 
ij-r-jj!! ff# 7# 7717 7fT7 # f77TtTTT77 % I 7ftff 7TI7 
7N7T7 7TOTO | fff 77T, 7p7#TO ET7T 14. 10 f# 77 TO ffTrr 
7TO TO, TOT7T77 ff 77W 7 #t fff#t 7f7#7T 7 #t7 7 ^t PfiTlt 
TftTTff frfrorro, frr#wrf ttotof to t^ttof wroiif # # Not 
7 w 7#t % WK7 fr# TO7 % TOI 79 1 ft TO f# FftffTT Pm I 
?7# f#7#N, 7f77TTf, «ft TO fTOTT 7 777 7T97 7 7trT f#f 77T 
#T7T7 fro#t, off #te>rr jttt it Nto w to i 
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4 . 1.17 qfiptlq, 18 tmf, I'm tit fcaW TTtt 16 , 0 

tfc 'ir trtq wq: qqq qTq Nrq Nr mq tn tjqq qNw- 
qpT tm? tR m *TT qT q^t ’-tfqtil tit tftq 14 N Nf : WT tH«ff 
TT ffpr trqrt tfr Nr* T!J#t TT '^Tl qqt TT I 

#r 4 t tqq % fair qjjrt qq qt q^ <qfq*it it ww 

16.80 4 i 14 tit qq‘ ft, 4 | tfN 4 ,t r 1 1 0 NN sfqAq 

nv qft HTtrr wr <tt i tnq m mq *ft w t^t «tt qraftr 
Nttfe I 

4 . i 1 8 qqrr, jft ftr 14 io qqt qr 4 -i trq ftfqT qqT qr 

20.10 ^ ( trio sffr 8 qq trq 10 fn' 14 ) qtr 4 r ~ osi, qtrfq 

qitT trrq-rjtr 4 4 ril ^ Nr a . 1 0 ttht qt % 4/ 1 < 0 . l 0 qio 
*Nr Nf qq f t I 

4. 1 10 TT WR w wr ftr >fw ^TR tmq 10.30 
ip£ % *>r, oNqi^faqqqq^rqqq^qq. 'qnj ftm qqr 
tftq 40 Nott tit trtfq % Rio qr^ qrr tftq 4.10 q-fr It 
2 0 . 1 0 q£ atr qqfr 0 wii tit *rqfq % faq qq trq fqqr 
•m 1 i jwt rmq w tit qqt % qfqqmqqq trtqr 14 tqq? 
Jr sq^iNt, qq Jr tit£ wot q$t qr i 

4 1.20 rtqr Nr far j. 3 jT tr^r qqr, tpN w 2 % ^trt 

% NN tt rftr qw % Ntrqq?ff sftq qtq'T N far tr far 

tffHtr t I «q% 3 TJ tfrt rprfitft *Ht % TT®T % ttrq, 'ifNlPT- 

qqqq 3 fTTT Fftr 1 qftfqqt T 5 TT (tjtq TTWT) trN ST* 
#T 2 % 'TT'T, fw «rq TT 4 qftfqqt TCTT tit Nffat it 

'PKT^t t[t q£ 1 1 pirtt 2 ^ r?$TTr $ q^ratr TrarpT <Nrr % 
TRuft ftrrat tnrr t ^nr «f?r tt «fr TTTtft t 

TNiiNo Nm I qft’tfTTT:, tfT Mil'll Jf 0 4 l r l 
Npitf"! tf 7 ! vt TT'tfTtfTT rtftNr TFRlt tit rtftt^ qrN 
5 *rrr *r 'itf ni Nk ijw Tirifr % ^|tt ttt trlr 
tft, wtNr t?T ??tfSt ?T^ % tiRtr tstt tt^ qr w 
ijN vr sr^fn t 1 

4.2. wf ftfi'Ni-i utr ’itrm trrNmprt 

4 - 2.1 18 4 Tt 4 , 1973 tit 20 00 WZ Tt NTT 

NtwHw ?ftJr # <ft iNt | 1 

1 . 2.2 ^44 4 4 144 qiJT 20 . 10 4 r 4 TT ^Tr 4 l r l Nt I w 

«TT I T*T it trrf THTW PM T^r «TT Nr 'TS' tit Jf 
*TTT trtiT <TT 44 iSttl NtT^T NTT I 

4 , 2-3 tf«N ftfFKIHTr tfr TWtf Ns % ftP 3 T RT tnfo ?TT^o 
tfo #0 *fto % SI 4 PU 1 TTFT *FT Tit FrwttfTT rtfTO TTfsmTt 

gqN«rtf fr|t tT, 'fnnrf 20. 30 wtt Jr q^ tNr q^Jr 

tqNfi "Tt FTTf^N tpTO 'qNrqTTT it I WTTT 'H’i'iqq qfNy; trfNrqrt 

% ^T-^q- 15 RT ^rf'WtlT (TTqTTT) tjk ?TfqtTTf r rft tfRo 

tfimn ^ Nrt «tt, qft fqj-Nrar qr vpmq 20.45 w qr 

qj% I 

4 - 2.4 ISTT gr«T r 3 q-WT-N^UFF tfN Tr# STfaqrNt Wqtf 
21 . 30 qr q^% 1 

4 2 - s rmr tT trut 21 15 q^ q^ T;[% i 

4 2-0 «Ttf 51TTT rjq.qqr-fqqrqqr q qqrt -frrit qrq tfr Npr 
qttRT qqr ^qqftq qfqftr qq qqrq Nm 1 


[Part II-- 

427 Tq-gw tmq ’rNram (TrqrrT) *ftr wfimtt »-ft 

•tfo ^HTo qttfqw Fftr TT^FTT WJtr »qt qfr Nr STtfT^ 

wt ?tr qj^N- Jr qrN isiq % qtq qq «t, ^3 ^ rrrtt 

Jr w wt tit tfT^r qN «t 1 

4.2.8 q^TT qqTf qrq 22.25 qTT qr TTqjtf qr tiqq TTFIT 
trtr qqq F[fNn Nttt Nr q qqjqqiw to ^ unq % f rq q pt 
‘iiiqi tftTT tftr |1 WR «T qtr ISTT % qqq-qT't tfTTqT TqT it 

tf|tt Ntf qq NrT «t 1 qq q q 3 tqqr qr tfrq ir 4 
tfNt^rqitfT 1 

mq qq, -tftNr q 3 NT^qT J tJtqqT<rr 23.45 'FT 
qr qmt ttm wtr qfNr giNq Nqr Nr 3 srrftc trq % Nrar qq 
tftq 3 %q % qrqi; rT fq qpq qq q tftq qtf> *fN iotr ?ftq 
it qqr jw qm wr <rr 1 

4.2.9 otqtfK 19 qifNr, qt 00.45 qrq qq tfnrt qqtq 
qq tit rftq qftqq ttw tit w nm *rr 1 tftq ®rNr; qf 
gq NtN 1 qqJr qrfqtr qN tfr fq^ q 1 q^N qqif Jt ^ 
tit qtqtrq tfTTT qpftftqq ^qq qqiqr qtq lit tqqq qq qntr 
qtr 1 qifN qnj; qrq wrqq-nq tr qm qt qtr iqftr qm «rr, 
fqit % qfqtw tit q <4 it qrqq ttro 1 

qt«rr qqrq qq 01.30 qrq qq wr w qr trtq t qt qtfqq 
sqfittql >N qift; mi Nrqtit rgw tfqir ^ ?fnN w STqr rft 
qqt ®ft 1 q^N q?r qt gfqq ftfm Nr trrq % qt^ mt trtqq 

tqq if 5 ttq qf fir if 1 

qm stmt w fit 02. 50 qrt q^ t^-o 1 tct*|q zto 1 tr* 
*?t qi^itiw trsqr % qpq-ttTq qftqq qrq;f tir ^stt qqr qr 1 
q^lrir m qiq trqt trr qqr qqm qtNr q^N ^t wrq it srr 
^ 1 q oj.45 qq qq qT^q *nq 1 

qqq qq 03 . JO qrq qq cpr toN trN q*rfq w° 2 

tit iqttt qrqq ^r Ntti '4 4 T qqt qr 1 q qqt qtqrq tfr qtttqr ^r 
tr fqqir qqqr^ tit rttR sttt qq *rtq ftnaq titi^ tit trstr 
^ qtqq *tTq 1 jNr qiqtr qq qflq Riqi qqqRr % qttt 10-11 
qt; jrj nqftsqt % qq ^t^" t>f rTtn qt 1 

Tfxqt- srqtq w tit, qt Nr jq: qNqq qw# % qrtqt >N ^qT 
qqT qT, qNrm tf^Ttfr N tnqr ttw *rm qrr qr 1 qr^N 
tom <. ' )i ' tit qtn q iN qt»q qrqr, Nftrq mq qr titf 'qt fq^q 
m Jr q^t trm qr 1 

tm’t wr* w qit 0 6 . 2 5 w qq w qqr qT 1 ^ 
tir^ qq qqt fwr 1 

4 2. 1 0 qq qtq, q 3 trrqq it qNr qq ^rq >N ijtq tnit ^r 
miq NN qri «t 1 qiqq it qrifvrtr qq it qqrrr qrt tfrqtr tit 

trrq Nqr qqr qr *ftq trq ^r fqq ftraq qq qm qqT «rr 1 

4 . 2. 1 1. f qqqt q**m"t wot *ftr <i #ir qm N«i qq 

qqq ‘q’ qfuiwt ^ qrjqR, is- 3-1973 wrr pft qiqt it 
102 qrfq: rftq 14 tqq'f % qNr qq 1 

qqir it 12 sqfqr wfq % qt 5 r q^r qt^ ir 1 'Ntrr rfl% fw 
qqr| . 

(tr) qtfqr qfetrr qN, N<hh qtq ftf'wrq, 3 arNsqr 
qit inNrrf qqiqt «it, irtw 5^ qqq qrr q^N 
wft ^tNtN qit tRtT ftfqr tt i 
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(’S') 4 #r wfft *jfft ft ftTft to# w Jr, ftfftro 

wfT # totsttot to# tot i ft TOft# to#s ft# 

FSt> rrtfo 4^TR, RTOTTWT ftw ftTr to* ftT* sr ft i 
( TO ) 5 IAm I ft Rl'li r, I Tfl 0 TOTOTlftr ftt, fr-TO ’SR 

% #% to# toto sftr to## w fftror i ft 

TOft# MIUTOH «lV, TOT#!ST TtT, WTTT fftF, T.HINTTO 
#T TOFFTOTTO TOTT# ft I STO TO TOF TO#TO #TT % fft 
90 sroffti sjfft £ ^ to# I 

fTORfftfaw irfrofroroi # to if TOft ftT :— 

(to) »# m^TTO, few # TOrofwfft 1 4 totto Si rt# to# 
•ft ftfftTO SF ft 3 fw ftT fTOT-STO-fts TOT TOT I 

(sr) «fr mro fftssTO# ftT TOroftrofft i a #ro ft Y 
TfsTTST ft PITO# TO# # ftfTOTO STRS ft Sf #ft 14 

ftftrft tost i 

(to) # fas ft#, ftTBFr ftT toto### i 6 to #ro ft ft’ 
sfftRT ft TOPft TO# # 'Jpsfft S IR' S ft TOR #ro 
14 ft Rif fftTOT ST I 

TO: STRS ft #W 14 ft 91 »Tfftro ft | 

S'ftsrft % 4 (tot) Tfftro # fft sirs ft #ft 14 ftftr ft 
to# ft, toto# ft’ Tfftwr ft Ttf«w to# fftnrrrr to# ft i ft ### 

TOJTO WTTOfft, TO#TO TOSS, irfftsTO TOT# #T ftftlTTITO TOSS ft I 
*4 J - fft# TO# TO# TO*# TOT M H ft TT# $J# 18-3-1973 

# fir## tot# ft firfftw ft# ft #oto y# 9 5 ssfft, 1 4 #rr 
ft #% TOT I 

STO 9 5 ft ft : — 

(i) 23 frorftR ft TO#T 37TT TOTO<T TOT *TT TO# I 

(ii) 22 TOrft-TOTO TO wroft ’TF-'sfftsrr # TIFTTOTr ft f#ftUW 
ft TOW SIR TOT, TOR ft -41 #o#o ?frSTRTO (ft 
48) TOT 2-4-1973 ftT TSTOSTTO # TOTT I 

(iii) 4 fftfftro STOS s# jttt stott tot ft 1 tot sttott 

46 TOT TftlT TO fftft TOft TOT fftro TOUT #T ft 
T# jj# TOlft TO# I 20-3-73 ftT TOTOTOPTO TOTO, TO# 
wr ftt >|TO. TOfftr jnr^TOCTTOftT’TfesftTOftt'fti 
ftf 3 sim sft 1 6to #to TOTftro ft # s#fw TOTOfftro gTT ft Erroft 

ft Sft fto TOTOTfl (lit.ll) ftfo wto ^ ft TOT ift I 

sro sttott jjto scrfrpTOrt ftT ftsro froR ^n; | : 

1 6 TO ftpT RTOTO ... 1 

SSTOTO fftTTOT (ft* 48 ), TO fTO TOTO ft TOT TOT j 

^fft ft ftfft TOfTr ft 3 WITOTO ft JTO TOR gTT STTO 4 fi 

13 

STTOT TOlT ^rrfttfftftT TOft fRfft Tfhr g-^ft TOTft-Twf ft 5^ 

wroftsr (tototo) ft fftiT R-r £ | 

fftTSftSTO ft TORft fft vT* 

5 . 1 TOT ft frofttR fTO»TOTO ft R ft fftTOIH Flft ft TOTR, 
fTOPTOtero frn JRTOTTO Ftft TI TOT TOST & I TOTO. TOTOR fftrorTlft 


TOTOTT !IF % fro FTTOTTO ftft |TO I TOTTOFTOTO: fTOTTOfftftR TOTTsff 
ft ft fefT rr^ to TOf'TTO ft ftlft ft TOTTO'TTO jft TOTOTO % I ; - 

(TO) •TOfTOTOrTOTO 
(^) sns-TTOTfR 

(to) fttrorr tottoto sroft TOfftrot ft srmff fTOTTOrfftrot 

(s) TOR TOTTTOT fth: fftfrofftu sito 1 

(t) tort to TOTOC 47T •nroTTO TOTTOT TOT TFT HTffTOTO ST^ftt 
ft TOSTrft fftHTOlf<TOT I 

(S) TOTTORT«TT#PT I 
( TOJ ) fSTOT rtl ' 1 1 TOftr 
(it) fftcq;> TOTOftr TOTOTOTTO ft fSTOTOTTf I 

fftTTSTO TOR ft fftft fft SfaSSPT TOT TOTFTOfftTO TOST TOK 
HiS | ISTO I 4li ft ft ftftr ftt TOTOTSTOT ftf, ft fSTOTOTO ftT TOfftTOT STTT 
TOW TOR TOT TORTS TORT j I 

5. 1.2. rfftTFT TTTTO 

f^TTOV-TO ft 1 2 ft 2 TOTOl ft TOS 7 " jp^pr 5TTT ft TOlft IJTO TOT 
PTTOT ST I RTTO-Sftt ft fftrtWTO ft RW Tjfft'TFl WW TOT «IRT 

tot Tjins ftft ft Fnr 5® toft titot tost sr i fftftT ttst$ ft R 
TOTTftTOKTTOFr^RTTOTfftT'TISTSTrTOTRTTO^RT^I 

5 - 1 - 3 . STTS TOTShTO 

fftTTOTR TOT fftr TTTRTfFTO ^fT TOT fftT ft TOTTOT awlft 
TO?rt RTtSTO TOfT fftTOT FWT TOWT TOR ftT ftTt WTSSTOTOTOT S^T 
ftY, TO FT TOTf STTTO TOTTOT fftTOT TOTOT TOT ftT TOfftTOTTOTO. SITS TOTTOfR 
ftT fSTTOl 4 TO ft TOTTST ft TOW ^T TOlft ©TFT FT TORT | I 

5.1.4. toTtoht totsto totfT tostTto ft RTO tftTOTOTfr 

: F[fft TOF SftTOTOT RTWTO TOT fSTO TO<fr TOT, TTOlRT TOtTOHT TOTTft 

ftr totoTto totoTto ft to^t mf ft rT ftT i r. toWtot stoRtottoI 
ftfrorot ft sft£ frororoiR to^t fTOroro TOrorfr «fT fftroT w ft to? 
tw to^T toT t 1 

5 . 1 . 5 . TOW STOOTT 

fftftT Wffti ITTT TO'GrTTTO TOTft TOT TOT TOW WIST ftT TOTOtftsfft 
ftT fftrofro tostfT to# t 1 tostotow, w totwt sft 'ftr fftrow tottot 
({Ttot i 

STT WTT WSTOTO ft #T TOTTOT TOTR F H R TO'TI R Flft 
tottoFto : — ■ 

(i) TOTOftT fftTOTOlfTTOt I 

(ii) sTfroroR ftT towtt 4 wf ftTs fftsw ftro 4 ttt, #r 

(iii) fftroTO TTOTTwr ft faro *n (trot 

5 1-6 TOftw fftTOwfRt 

fTOfftro STOTOW ft ^TOTTOT ft TOF TOft TSWT % fft R ft !TTO 
TOtr ip 3 ^ TTfro TOTT toTt 1 'tfsR RT ft ftfuTTOTT TOT TOTJ 

ftT fto TOTftr ft jtt Prrft ft ftrr ' 77r f ^ ’to 1 ' 1 1 sftr 

ft FSRTO TOT TORT fSWiTT ft ®TO TOT fTOTTOT fFstoFtS ^ : ITS- lift I 
ft STO 5 TTO ftT TTWTOTOT TOT ftT TTTTTOTO TOtfftTO TO# fftTOT ^ fft TOFT 
srroft tot tort tot ftT fTOftr arfftroR ’jwn' tot wTtott tot 
fSTTTO g,TlTT R TOT TOM TWTFTO (Mlfl’d) # WTOT 
^ I 
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s. i.7 arrro ag EEnrrroa skt aY rrf rota ft qmr ■rowr 
£ far arPT pipt TT pda Wf fWT rjaaRTO 4 Eiqrqft TiTTT froro- 
rorfMf i 

5 2 ITT: ag (traqaar I far StiFHTT JTTT Sd fari} IJTT aFTF 

rftx htt gTwr arorfroSimroa sttt qft rof arraafta qff rofqpiu. 
dta aft >SnTT | 

5.2.1 ErfSrro roaro*a 4 srrorojarf 4 farairs % arnror Sr roiS 
4 gar pratr larat ag arg arx Etat & far i aftra R^ro ir 
sro Sr f J i r Y % +i t®t 4ro arr aga pEtror faSroa gy i fSaa gar 
Er* gg aiR 4 f'TFrMt Et-fiiO 4 ^Td ga aff I 

5 2.2 gfro raiarara Sr row area 44 gg Mt pr° mx* 
rrror roqnftqit Erafag 4 sra^Kr^ff Sr aror aa tro^aRd faat i 

5 2.3 «ft arar qa ag Emr «tt far ga vfTroT ar frog 
Psa OTTO Sr aaf ad W ptdT fSdft agTa’Jd #dT gar -L^lTt 
dgt£ I 

5 2.4 Wd4 ?TTOT Ji «ft aFtt ^ TiJ •fT If ft 4ft TR 

tjtwt agrfa4»rrroro ait fiaYt % rajaR 4a ad 4ror 500 sd 
stfroftd aft SEroa Sr rora 13.45 ga 3 aEtsa ar rot 700 sa 
afroEta ait tfroa *fr f4g 4a aa 4ar arrorora 15 ga 3 afasa 
gtaT 1 3 rgf nfro fr Sr 3 ?tt a;r4'-ro4t Sr tnwr art cara Jr 
TaTTO gg *41 Iff *■41 % FaTaT far (44144 g4 Jin gd till. 

anEroRi % roraroa fit 1 7 aErvig 44ro % gar pRa f4*ra Jr fit 
gSrrot 1 axro S; afro Jt4a # rrgEro Sr roaxw ggaa af4roi-a sro 
Sr Pi4i 4 4'iP j roi Jr grit gai^la, vo gt garror ar fJrtrJr TiEt'aF 
Errors grS Jr at ag4 afaro gr gr4 1 sq wnm: qr 
irorrr Tf^rw wPrt fir nt* 4q ^ Tr^fr^Wrcro qit rrmqqr fit 
yipr: ’troro qtfqq Error 1 

5.2.5 Tift roror it firjrrro rroror Err ttottot tn*i * <im % 
qTuqFt Jlqsf % ffW qqqq 3 n rft (5 0 qqr)% rorroro qrrrror: % 
qro fft .4. 5 rrqrTir (o is) Trq tqEr % Tfro q< 14 fftqJr, 
srrfrfJro qqraq qnj qft srEr fw 1,234 rro 3 qmr qfJrorfror 
qEror 1 

5.2.6 t.q% ■srfrofrorK, $ 3 rfrrs Jr q>Fr rroroq q# % ro 

fit frorfq Jr 14 rfrq % rtqinq % Fi**, 4^Eqro rorrror 

fqtrror qt 1 «ft , aror % Errots Jfr f^q 

TTOt rorrorror fqflqro 9 t tAt 14 rftq Jrqrofror qrrj; qfJrorfJro 
<rro T^t 7ft, TqfJro JEr qq roro^Jqqro' rroror dT 1 qrfqiro 

qT^uft qnfqTfroff it. wqfq ffEroqlq q*rr rqqq Erroirt Jr Prrots 
^ qirt 1-1J qstq^Jr wro <C qrofcwf q?r Aro % Etj roftwi 
fit *fr ffrr qit^ Jlq frorr roft fit q^ <ft 1 fTrcs qiftsft qnf- 

rorProf qfr ttot rorroi H, qq qr f^rorq q * 7 % t. qitf qroror 

q^t«rr 1 

5 2.7 ErProro, 145 (qr) ( 1 ) TT ffTTOT ^ |tt <ft STTOT 
% qqjr fq; flro qrr rorroWror fqqft rrnr % row qrqrft rorrq Jr 
0 , 6 qfJrorq rro ror qqroi ^ frorrtr F jr , qqrot'i % Pi nj ror qft urtro 
rroiT rrqr nrfEt rro wtfwq q|r ^ 1 0 . e Jr 0 . s afroro ^ arrot 

yfTTfn ftro ahr <^t rrT<mfror | tfk 0 . e afrorro % arc 5Ero 
Tsriro aroiafroi f, 1 ^rfr Wroa a arj«rro | far 1.25 affnrq 
jjfl- ir+Err Pt qn% q^ qrro qrt ror^t Eroroft qa^t TFft % 1 


[Part II— 

^Jr troro Jr 7^% |tr 14 rfta Jr aro qir roar 8 57 aa 3 afro 
faros (ao, 000 rfto rns° ifto ) rro as roar ^t ottot ^ t ott aqror 
^ vlt faro ffr, nT^tiTr qit arffro Jf qroro rrororr Jfro qft q <twrr 
ro-Ft qfr aroroqroi S' 1 ^a Jr ^ fr a^aaif % frr^ ^ta iff 
qapsTt rororoipfro, aq Jr 'rotftrro ?>, a? aT5rr (ror^ aft arort) 
570 aa 3 afro faros (20,000 *fr° <ro<> ^0) Jr 857 ia 3 
afro faros (30,000 ffro a-ao t(ao) ?trfr rrmroq: S 
tfJro afro fqat aiA gro sJr (roro rft atror qit) asr qro 570 
aa 3 afro Eras (20,000 tfG ^,,^0) ^ rftT aft rotrot 
fEtar 1 raft fro; Haros froirro aroro qrro ¥, a^ as qro 340 
ira .3 afro faros (12,000 ato aqrornr 0 ) roar at aaaft |f 1 
«ft sftot «fr aroarro aat Jf ffrft afTfrofroat qnft fwara rorft «fr 1 

5 2. r aqr frofaros aroro Sr roTOTO Jt far afro J 1 a aa aqraftarTat 
roift gar, at Trorot warroqr 4 a ro?[t Jr m af, 7ft hftot 4 aara’st 
aft vt <. Jt argr far 3 ^4 71 fa rro <, J 5 tror % rftro 1 
qRrroa tt^to Jf o^, ro rft vs^i Sr Pt *ro Jt, froait artf 700 sro 
artaror roar, aarroqr ffa aa aiqrjraro gro 1 araS fJrytro 

aft ®htw ara^ ga qft airor t qq 1 Jj aftr 1 afraa 
Tifro Sfaa S: SHSrTtsraairoi'iroTSr aaff roaro »rt rorota aft 1 
aarfa aTatarro: waat paa froroR Jf 4 a Jr 12 rftsro Jt afaar 
roif gtroT fair <ft iff anror S aroTar far ^Jr aroranr rft 7^ | 
froroJr apjiroaro afroror 90 rftsro roar »,(jr S 1 sft hhi Sr y^ai 1 
rpr araJr Jf ttotr Sr rowia Sr aasa 1 afwr Trjror Jf affwr tsro 

fra roar aar far rftro-Sta ar% ^arrro rost aft sr m 4 | r- a Tf Jt 

rtfrororfaro aarS ait wrroaaarroT at Sar^ Jf wan 1 aaTa 4 Jt 4 ro, 

1 afsaa rrfar aroxt vt sst gf ®ro aft stp^t if qro^r gr af «ft 
aff 7 aa wro Sr EitS Sr afTaraTaaq aaraa fro^ro! af 4 t 1 

5.2 9 at «ar Sr aroarro ja aaro 7 aS 4 a Er^aro ff, w 
far 4 Sr arTa rota gxr rtatf faroaits Sr afTronroTaaro 1200 
ats 7 afro Eras qft agro Sro rofro ^ anro Jf r(ar ^sta arro Sr 
aro Jr > 4 ro rof 1 5 nraa sat aaa, 3 frs ror^at ttot 4s S^s 
4 ^®r 4 ?s Sit «t 7 wtrorn m frorg as aar EttSt ga sro 

Sr roa r ytro afaro rorrot Sr rotro ttos 4 qar farororTt rororro i 

aftror sro Sr Errors <j 4 ait tftro roa roar rororoT roar roa roar far 

a^ yifSrof Sr afroa fast qr aroar gf fw 4 a Jt ror *57 farorar 
ro grror 1 

roa aa 4 a ar, Eratfrs g) roar *ft 7 roraro arfSaar aa 
aftaa aft at 7 agS rorot 1 ara wroS Sr frro 4 arHr aft afSaa 
qft rot 7 agT 4 aT far ag roga roarfroT ^ far 1 afSroa Tifro »ft 
at 7 1 atr 2 'jrof trfrof Jr 4 t o.ar ftrqrnftro tft attar roYros <rr 1 

5.2.10 7 ft war 4 roroa arorro qY ^roa at aro aft aft 
Tgaa tt Sraro Sr roar aia at ajrot srfro aro gat an Error ror 21 
<jaf anfro rot 7 2 >jSt Tifror Sr afro 3 jaf arfar Jf aS rrro 2 
fsE^qs qrt ara 7 qit ^fro aro Tgt 4 t fSroJr roaqr aro aror Error 
«tt afta a^r: Err froroarts a Sroror aroi ro> : ror‘tr roT, wit aftr arrS 
rotro qrTTOt atrroaaar gtrot 1 

5.2.11 ro^a Jf, w-iarf qrr ant w yrorn: t far roar afrqro 
Trfro Jf sro Sr Errro Sr afrurrafroroa 4 ro fa^aro gf *ft 1 Eirft 
gir rorfa qft 7 1 afSara ni 1 Sr ^roa aroSaro ait aft7 ft rotS 
ai% 3 ^ff rorfro FRarroSar Sr FrraFroTro Ef? ax rouft % SH 
rpEg Jr rororror gf fgroaRt Jr 4 ro if ro^ro rrta roa af 1 
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j. i wrorftt ?rrr ftro fftrr ipT iru^T ftt ys fvoK ft 
roiro ftt to f i 

3.2 «ft ’roror toi to? rofftTOroro 1 % Trtsr TOpfr«FT ft rofftro 
fftrftrj gro iff ftfffiTT ftt tof ftrft , totofto S Trorfft ftoi ft prof 

?tft ft TORTO W iff TO? TTOTTOTfroTO H?ff | fft TOTO TOFfr«FT ft 37TT 

•ft rotr TOroftt i <flr totot wft row WTtfT | ftk wtot rofftroTOro w- 
tffroTw ®fT % ?t from ?ftt & i rorfarow ftt wr ft *{®f ftw 
ftt? ft STfqfHT'TqTSfrTTW^ VF<JT Jfr TOTgft ^1 TO? TOWTO | fft 4 
rok 5 <jtff rrfti wrf ft ftro ?ro toTtot toto ftr to£ tot fro 
Wft fTOWTOJ TO, ’TOTO WTTO (fr, TOTO; !IJ[ 3 jfl Tffjt *TO 7 ft 
TOroftt rofftTO ftoto ^ (jt roftt jfr fftroft ro?f totto tofT wt frrrot 
fftsjff Jj^ft ?t rorft i y? roift tot «ft wror to? row roroft ftt 
fkrfft ft rojft ft far fftfftro wri ftt tftrftrot ft fftfvrw Tifr ft: 
TOrkroftr ft ftft-T % oroePtrow •frr fftrw to ?t wn $ i 

5.3.3 *ftf wnr ft to? ?ft fro ft fro 14 fttftf ft % toNr 
ft: rotBroro ft ftm ftt ftcfwt: sptoftT ftk ronrofftTO ftrror ft 
rokft tf[ ftt TOrofct tout qfkrrfftrr rot i 1 5 it Tftro ft if 2 
ftk ft 3 ftfaftf ft rot? sroroftro? rot ft ro raro - TOTro i ft i tot nr 
ft? | (wm ftwr 1 ftfftrr) 1 to? nrrotif if 2 fthi? ftt ftk 

> 5 <Tft t nV 5 R ft 2 ftk ft 3 TOtftf ftft TeT T? t (ft ftt ft 

fafftcro wiro im toto jttotto toto wr grift f 1 ft 3 ft# ft 

TOTO* ftr fwfft ft, TO? TOTTOPf *^PT srift ^ wk ^ JITO 

1 1 fttn ft faiT ft 1 ftq z ft htwh ft, ft 3 ftqj ft fft^ft 

'ARr ft 1 fi IT ftk sfk ft 2 Avz in: ftTRR tflfff ftt 

?Rft J I ff«rrfft, ftftt fftTfr- ft ft 2 TUT 4 fwftt *m 

mq; ftur^irr t :- 

(*) ^fttfftsr 4 ?k 1 6 cr tfkr, 

(t) fti ^<fs, 1 6 fttn ftVr ft 2 »h^, 

(•r) ft 3 >n 3 ^tt srrft to ft ft^r 1 (5 ^ ft|in nrr, 
ftt wq imj im ?nft ti T.rft ^Rftt |, ftk 

(^i) fti vnz, 14 ftftr ntx ft 3 jhis nrr fft^^rr toi i 

w fftvwf ft ft, wt to hfw fwR 'ftf qrr 5‘m 

PrftTP: TO I|TO TO fft TOtt ft TO-OT 1 TOTTft fttft TOt Jt 
slfft fft TO if I H 3 ft qfTO JtTT I 1 4 ftt*T f T'T' J ? ( fc ^ • ( -{\' J jpy y,j 7 '^j 

wfftTTO ftt»rr ifttr to wit v to* stTr, nfft ' ifiiirMi ftt 
#f qrrftt ft ftt (t 4 T ftt to toit Tfroifft^r fftnr grrft 
HTOTTOt ft I TOTOTO ftv 4 II 1 TO ft 1 4 ftnT ftt ftJUHH 

Hirrftt TT ^Ilftir fft.T ^'ftt ft Pro Tp{ *1T fttfTOT'Hftftf I lf 
ftt I 

TOTT ft ft TOFT ftf ftftt *TOTr<TO q'T"f,^fj; UTOlfr 
ftt ^-rtto qrr wUroq nfroi fti 1 4 fttir ft toW ftroro 
gfftftro z qrc Tirot ft tot^ m toto iff in ftftr in rnTOTf 
TOtTO TO TO ftftt I 

5.3.4 qTSJifro ft>TtTO TOFt, ftf TOIt ft qFT FtRTOfl ftk 
^ftt TT TOfU»r: frft 5 : TO7TT ff, ft TO«T ftrft ftf TOTOTOT | | 

TO fft-T ’TOT Jf far^T TOiqRt ft l^ft ftf ^itoTTOT ftt , vh^M 

^ FT. fta’nr * for ft tofto t TOft totV fnrr ft Tift froT 

ft I ftf IT IT TO q.T 4 ft f T 3 >uftrrf ftfc fftig'-T iftf ft'TO rUTOfftT 

ft to ft to 3 ° ftt to TOTOftnrr, •mkmftwft fro'^ tott i 
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5. 3. 5 ftt ITOTT TO TOR fft Jlfft fmz ftt 3 1° fT 3 
TOTt 1 1 Tfftt TO ft^TTO TOft fair TOTTO ftt ftt7 4^ fft 

qrro: tot ft^r tototo: ntfr to, ttotot: ^ faro to HTOtt tfttfft 

^ TOTO ftF ftt ’TRJ ft til ft TOVfttFT FTOTOTFrftt ftt 'jITT 

^ft ^TTO I TOJ TO ?TOt TO UMlftf ft TOlftjFftff ftt ftftt TO! 

ifft^T TOft TO9H ftft ftt TOTOTOTI TO fta fft4T r?, UTOTT I 

5.3.6 »ftt ITOrf TO q? TT^Tl’T fft mp *ft 5TT ft 1 ifr^t 

TfflT ft TOTITO; fftrft ft TOftt ’fti TOW ijf fftnft 'iftTOF 

TTOTO fTOTO£ fttr, TO TOTO fTO ft Ft’ T? WlftlWm 

to TOttrfro ft i 

11^ ^ftjrftTO TOTO fifirt ft fft 1 ifftro ili-tl TO 1 ftt ZK 
k ift ■fil'ftf TTFITOTOT fFTlVT TOTOPTOTO It 41 TOpC TOT ft 

to fro TOrfro TOFt ft wftt ftt, fftrr fftftt tw tow ft l tPitot 

Tlftr ft TTFt ?ftt Tft 4TFT (60 fttTO) TO ’tT^TOTTO Wt fftC qftt I 

5.3 7 TO[f TITO ftTOTT ft TOTOTOr TT 1 ifftTOT TTftir ftt TW ft 
sro tot ft Tfrofttrow tot ftrotr TOf frororo totot toRsto ?r 
fro tot fif ttoto ftt Tt?[ ft Tifir ftt ftk TOft fttr ^rror 

TOtft TOTftt TOP^ ft TOlfftro ft TOft ft WPT TO, TOTR ft flftt'l 

fftrt 5TTOTT T5 Ttftt fpft, fftftTOTOT ft 5TTO fft IfPf 1 TOT TOftt 

fftTO ftt I ftTOFTft TOT TOFT TOTftt TTTOT ft ^TOT TO I 

TOTft TOW ft, ftftftT UTOT TOTTOTOT ft^ ft TOo FTO ft 

TOTOTO Jf fft 3 TOg ft TOR ftfttft ftt TOTFfT ftTOTT TOT? TO 
TOfSTOTT ft 10% ftn fftTO Tftt TOftt t tfk H? fft W. TO? ft 
TO? W ftPTft ft TOTFJTT TOfTO TOT? ftTOT 4% ft 5% fttt ftTO 
TOfftt I I ’ffft 1 iftTOT Tlt?r TOT fftTOTTT TOTO JTtTO |, Wfftrr 
ITo ftf^r ftt TO? TPT ftt fft W Tlftif ft TOT ftwft ft ftTO. T?ft 
•if TOT TTOft TOlfFT ^iff Sftftt fft TOJ ftn TOt TOTOTTOT TOTOTO TOT 
TTft fftttft 'TfWTTOTOFr fTOftte TOT WTT ft I 

5.3.8 ftt <TOTT ft TOFT TOT fft TOT ft'TOTO ftt? HT^ftt ft ftt? 
•rfftt fftromt TOTTTO If I TOtPr TOFT TOTft TOT TO? FTO TOW ftt? 
$ TOtTfft TOftTOFT OTHft ft TOTTOt TjfftTOT ftt ftt BFTOT JTTOT Tlfft- 

TOfer ftror ftro fftftTOt ft Ftostto ft ftftEt ft FftroR fftro to 

•TTOFTT f. I 

5 . 3.9 ftt nw ft ^rorttfw f+osfl ftt fttfrorfroft ft ftftt 
fftftt — fftroirfroft itrt ft?? ft fftrfttro ft fttro otift to^ijtt 

M f i FTFTTTOT ft w ftt? inwf ft ftftfer TOTO ftfttftT ftt 
qfttlSTT ftt (T SlV TO] TOTOT | fft TOt fttftt 6 '16 fti ft ?TT TOT 
ftTrfrrof ftt m tot ft fftwon felt ft tttow ft nf ftt, ffttroft 
Jnjt^r TOT ft TOFT TOTOfftr TOT^f ftt TOft ftt I Wfftft «ft TO TOT 
TOftrorro wtot ?ft toto wrfwt ft tt?tto?t wtPttt to?T tot tttoto i 

5 3. 1 0 'it WSTT ft TO?T ? fft I TpWT T1#TO ft fft TFT ft fttft 
TOtfTO ftt TTOTOTO ft TOfT TOtft fSTTOT TTTOT TOT I TOTlfft TOTO ft 
?ft TOft ft TOW TOTO fftTTTO TOT ftTOTO ttjt: ^tTO TOT TOTTO ?4|TOI TOTOT 
TOT, TOTOlfft fftsrfTTOt ft TOTO ffttriTTO TOTWTTTO ftt o ftt ° fft’T ft 

ftto tot Sft fm u i fftror fttr ?ro totto tot totw toftt fft tot?to ft 
ft? vto ?4 fftro roft ft rok 1 5 0 ifro toto ftt fttror toto fftr# 
?tt ft roro ft 1 

5.311 5ft RfTOTT 5TTTT rofft? TOTO® it® TOTOtT ft W TOFT TOt 
q?ftt TOfro ft rok ft fftrotftrof ft ft fro fftrokro, rot tottotto ftt 
wrofttro ror ro? nror roror fro ?ro ftroro ftt to'fjtot roroftro tottot 
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IT wE TO fR Rtf TT$W TTfTTT wfw Tftt gt <ff I fTO fTE 

FT WWR Ei Rf, 'Jo4i PlT.i R^ WTWf TT RfR Rf ^'■^'■•'11 

wttt wRime ftRI Twf wf i *ftif Rf Er wfw twtft it 
tri % fEeto wE uif twtwW R ^Vji gt TrEf ft i P(*i i 
Trrffw fttrr >1 fR Rw *f yrsr fTOj tot wt fRr% rt 

T 4 RE iffo % EtW WWR Jd"! EE TO, 4! f J-1 E'i if WTT, 

fr% arnr R we wwt R Efw R rf E tPtw fw tot *tt Ffr- 
wrEf rr hrai ft i 

5.3.12. SRTT, wwf ITTT FT fRWT TOT Rt JjS TOR 
RE WWFT FfftT ftfTT ft I 

5- 4. WTWWI Em fR Wf WIT TJTWT of iftElWO ITTT WTgW fRWT TOT 

5.4.1. wfR tint Jr, »irT grwr wfTfTRwTTw ft rtt ft fR 

te we rt jjw twttr tot fRWT tot wt ftf ftw rt ttt, ftT rt 
irwErtt rtR % far FTfarwrEf fR (torEr frww RfftTfr 
if 0 H 43 HI: % f?TF <|W 4E v %A Rt T*1 Pi fRw WFIT 14-10 

1-i i? 20-10 wftt TOT Til fRm Rf WTE ft Twft JR, tf-Rift 
tfjte wmrr fR wtwt 2200 nr 3 In rfR?r ft TRftf «ft 1 
TOffft Tf Ef V^FTT feet ft fR Jew EE fRfRfS ft wtEto 
tEr RTftwwt ft wpj rt 1 0 wrw from Err Rrft R fan 
OTW 1500 RR 3 Ef RTFft fT TRlft ft 1 WE H7MT TgTfftftWTWW 
ft tR Hrt ^ fR rrrr 300 rt 3 irraT rtt rtREttr «ft tt^I 
iftmr (T'O.I'i Ei tt rrrt ^ i rr ^fror R, frTRftir tr <*n*i 
Et TiTR RTRT % RT ORijflTKOI fRRRTR RT I 

5.4.2. RTflRR T?ff STTT JRlTfr'RTRR % RfETTRTRRR RlE 
TRRt R fa TR irip RRKT fwT TFT TT f*RR RTT%Tf R 
IRhE RT RE <10 <.1 RFRR RT fTTT I 

5. 4. 3. 'Jlf.l RR RTT RtR % tRRt TT RRlT RTT ^TRT 

TfTfRRTrmT rt tr rr t fR t^r frRR rrrtw R fRRrfV 

RR fRRTrft RErgRTTTRtTflRRRTR RRR tR TFT RRTT- 
RTRf Rl R ; jH RlTT RJTTTT ^ I 

5 4. 4 ^ '1 v-l in RtR ^1 ifkTT, RTT ^TRT R^TfRrRTRT 

% RfaRTfTRf R ftt 2 $R ^ JFT-fft R RR fflRK,’ TTRf ¥RT- 
IjfR? f^R Er RRt WTRTT R RfT RTTT TT I ffR RT RRRT 
WTTTR RtRT RTT TT RE <jfR TT TRT RTT TT I WIRTtRI RTRTT JTTT 
fTRTTfgR RTT IT Tl RTfRTT %TR Rt Rfoo RtR R igi '. 

rrflRT RTT TT tfE fjR ^ RRRl TTTR R I Ttr ^ 
<ftRT RTT TT I RtR ftniRV fRfTRjft RE RR ^RTT % RT Rl, 
P HR RT RRR R rRE HTR R, TF1 2 *ttTT ^T TTR-RT R f^R 
Er % TTTR R RfRRT Rf RTT? TO R I TOMTIT, RTT T£WT 
TOTfRRRTRT R R^ PfrR fRRTRT ^ fR RTT RtR Rf TTTT T^R 
2 RtR % TTR-RT R f^R EtR ^T fRRT TT I 

5.4.5 ?T tTT?5TTRf RT TTRlfTT TJTT ^TRT T^TfR^RTRT R, 

RtR rR urfrorT % tt^R rR fRRT rR Rnm r <.Ri sjr rt r? 

t Err fR Rifror wfr SRlRFMitTn Rtr% % rrtt Prf? 

jf trt % vr'hm' i RE fRTTTfRr toRtI rR fErfR % to^tr R 

3TRT ^ I 

5.4.G RTT fTRT R^Tfr^RTRR R? RE R (TORT Rw 3 
^fRpT ) RfRTf % WIT TiR rR RE TOIRTT RtR gTT, T^ TOTTT 
TOT fR 4[fR fTTRtT RT TTTfRTWTT CTT-E RE «|^f TO & RE 


FT 2 »rnfr ^Err RT =tr TfJT-FTTT R Tfw TT, SOpTF RlTT 
fyr Eft % Err t e I jrf tt^t % ttt-ttt 5 gRf TTfir ctr 
T 7TT Rf RE R^T TT TT Tf FR fRFTER WfE ^ TO R fTRfTO 
?Tf TOT I 

5 4 7 TTT E % R^f Ert wEV EtoEr wfE RE ?T ^T, 
TO R% RT FR TTT wE TR7T ^ TTT-TTT FRfTT Er Rf tfR 

Rffro tott rt ttRE rE j<t 6 <ff tEt Jr RtR ret jwt qr 

2 wEf ^fTTT % RTR Rf RE T?T I 

5.4.8 RRr % TTT-TTT IJTO fTORER WfE-yl tE 4 ^ 
TOTf % TTT-TTT tEto Rf RE Tff, FR RET-TT TTT 3 gR 
TI^T TOT T tEtt Rf RE Rf TIT I TfTI fa tT TOT R EtW 
ijET | ft 3 jR RE 4 gR Tifrr tot> % Re Prfmr Tffa 
fErERf 4: eEe froRfRETOTETTRfRE toet 3 
TTfrr TTT ffwff ^ fro TW Rf WE TrTT gf tot, S f <ttT4 

tEr tot? T wEro t 3^f tEr tot Rf RfERf E wEtr tot- 
fT Rf I 4 TTT R Rpf JF EtR E 2 1JT TTf T T fr^T Rt R 
WTT TEf I 

5. 4. 9 Rf RtTT 5 TOT % TTT-TTT TETT Rf WE T^T, 
jo -i i 'N tEtt f fr^pt IIt T wft Hoiff i <an ^twt tttE^- 

WFTT Rf TTT T ^T TE RT RE ^EsRT 5TTFT uRE T^f ?>TT fR 1 

5 R tEt if grr Eft;E R rEtt ijEt R wtt Ete iff, twE, w^tet: 

VIlRl TR eR % RTTT RfR % RR 9 IF < 1 1 J T I WfTT tEtT 
Rf WE RE WTT TJT RE TO TETFrrf TTTp-pf RRRt Rf TTT 
% RTTR WET' iO -f 6 TTT R l TETT TTTTTf % *Hm R TTTPE Rf 
Tfr Rt Rf2 'Eft Jf TTroTEfrEREif 2 Rt R et-ttt ti 
Erh t i Rf 2 Rt if t? i(R 4 tEtt tEti R fER gn frR tr 

TI TOT TT I RTT TETT ft fR RETT TO TTE TT RlEf WTffr R 
Eitt tot TfT tEt TO TE RT JV9 TTTO ft fR TO W JTT EtrE 
Jf Rett ijEt R we Eftt wr;-Twfr we RffEr ir ff rt 
E lTT I JFTOf STftPTt TT yf Rf WE RE WTOTErTT RT^lff TT^- 
TE R TTT-TTT fE E<T Rf WE Tf Tf I TO ff TTTTf WT*J*ri4 
Jf TO WTTTOt E Wfr T^Rf, Rf TRT tE R tE fETRT tEtE 
TTTf RT RT Em JTI I 

3. 5. i Rfrrr Eftt tEt tRt? Rttiie RE ’fffrrT tEt 

tRR RtRrT, WE grwr TglfTSuTFE ITTT TOE fR^ tE fWT 
if HE I ET TTOT f pfr TOfTF WE fTTO TglMwiTT R TTTO 
SlE tR RT TfTTOTT WEFT fRTT TOT I 

5 3.2 TR^fRf fraffrRf R REr R t^R Rf fRmRTFE 
RE RTRf TTT TR TjfRTT TTTTOTi Rt TtT Rf ft RE R WE qTWT 
Ep f-EU l h-E ^TTTr IJtE Tf WfT RVt WEETT R TTR Rf TTTTE 
fTOT R T|ET ft I RfTOT ufr, TOT JIT RTR RE Rifaw R ejR 
Rrffr wtt pfjRte Re, tote R RnrfrRt ittt ojrt fRr tR 

R I TOTTTf TRff FT TTT JO; RfR RT fTOJET Rto WtftlR trf- 
TfRrTTOTE toEt ft i RrfE we w^Rwe Re Rl<. rttt to! 
R to ftftrf RRt R 5 ® tijt ^rw fRtr R Rf fREfEET Rret 
R TOT-grr Tiff jf R i REe RE f^Rf w^te ttt frfww 
T^Rf RfRr ew w^ttt TOfR tfR froRror fTTfiRRrrR'Rf gfr 
ITTT TT 4 TfrTT tEw RRfwr-^fW R^w; JF qiFluflu mt Sttt 
Rf RTTT WTfWR PT R WTT f ' i M ttR rt wtte wttt ft I 

5. 5. 3 IT JIRTT, RfR R ' 1 *jTt RE ftr R TTJTf, TfTf iff R 
fRiRror R weit ft t?[ frorE Phrimi wt trtt ft fR r»t% 
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iff 9 i .-1 t f 1 ' 'f.l if 1»+4 WT T' 1 ^ 4 1 I i 4 lif qf Vjp4 517 T 
fafeR if EH trnrr qRT PlMp-lffl TTTRf if qnRqfqf TT if 
Tfq fen Rf : — 

(q) qR *f qRq ’I [ 'f qTtrf iff qqfR fen lfT*TT iftq 

fiRTiR ^4 fRq ^qqf H 4 i<^ *f f t -t i ) 

(w) ^iR ^fed % qTqq qRft IR qT feq 7 RTR 
$T ^TMT I 

5. 5 4 -qRIMM qT TRWH ?t qqT ft fq fifed R qR 7 T 

d rM 74 T J t f^TT if M -M T *<1 Aff ".‘Ti'S ^f q^ ^Tqf I 

5.5.5 inqnqq $ 4 Rtq% n^nn if wjRfnq wr gq«n qp- 

fifeqRR ^4 Pnqif if ifru ff 1 * 4 t iinS nq^fifr li 9 1 , 'if 1 t 

qq ^ 4 RRr " 3 '1 'I V 1 * 1 ‘ 4 1 ■ 1 r.’” ^ TTiHHJi f^fvT "111 iff RRf iff 4 ft I 
frit f'l * r 1 R I ' *f : — 

qffife 3 qq 2 q an »te if 
fifean if tw*i Ife fp qm q qfenn 

(q) nlfeq arti 

1. lUSTIPff qfeq TWiftf Vl£ff|i|dd SffST ^4 ff«TT. ife ife 
Tqfe [-I ^ *i i h in qRqq if 1 

2. 'qfe fyn qfqd fT trr wq ir if wnq ir jq: 4 er 
fen qqT *n life; 7 f? fifem iR'Tr rfqq q^t 5m fq vrinq 
qr feqq IRd fTqR 1 ITT if 1 

3. qlnr ^ih min-wr if qrf fffefit f*r«r qfff ft^f wTarr 1 

4. 'id'd % fTT*T ?TRT qqT 5 ft f qT <4 Hi if P 1 *f' 1 R qT 

m qrrr $m dife wtftrq wq if arRnrfff qm qqT i irfer wfn, 
fenff Ttq TR ^ TfETf qf | 

few 'fqq- % qPfiitfq ^rot ffR ftrRPT ^rtq tV qf qf 
tftqqtq % fiMfiqq qg tre qqT «rr fir — 

( 1 ) q-^idf jiR^Rff qf jpRf qrf^ iff ft»rfq ff^t <ff 1 

(2) fjfT q%f tt qtfsrq fen irt iftf 

r 4 r( »i n t qm qqT I 

(3) ftwqfjRfq ^ 5 f qrf^w^fefR fer iff f^nr ift ^rrq 

iff qf <ft ifk ^ir qfeqmq qr fiqfq ir qinr qqf 1 

f^q nr 'Sqqffi fqrq qq q^f tett qqr qt 1 

(4) MivrWdq ffqq ( 3 -qfR) 2qfe ft in f?r 
qtq ^wt qqqr «rT fq fifed ir qfir q? qq ^qq if 
qr 1 WRqTqrf feq qrqqT et 1 

( 5 ) ffq % qRq-feq qT qqfeq fqqT qqr qr eVt ^ir 
qfenqq iff iRfff ftqfir if qfqr qqT 1 

( 6) 550 >fto %qq-qfqqq qiq % qfrqq q 

feq qqR qfenq fqq% : — 

(q) 3 -TW %qqsfqqq W fqjq qt qR qtfqf iff 
qqrq %W q> qfef 3Tff qfqr qqf qf I 
(w) qfe fR qfqRft flfqq iff qqtt qjn: in 7 $ 
qf I 

(q) qfqqq ^nq qftpf qi.> qt wfetim if ir nq 
qfe fqqf ftre. qf<-q«q qtf qTq iff qq- ir 
fqfpq fen qqr qf 1 
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(q) q*sr ^ inqrftq qqqqq wqq vwbn qf 
% fqwrq if 1 

(t) qfrqqq t qmq , qfqqq qfef qr ; t qfq qfqq ^ 
irff if if nq fqjq fen qqT qr 1 

(q) q^ifr nt# qq nfeqn ^ gnnd fqqm 
if 1 

(ry) 2 '-i inRq if qqm ir if 1 

qqmT trq qwqt qt q^qqq TJiq jn q^ qmt % fqq 
fq iqT iHfift ^qyr sfqqq qqqqT wnqtifi< qw ^ ert iff 

ferqTff mn-qm ^4 irqqm qf qiqfqq qq qqnr ^f, ftfn 'tqq 
qf 'i T| r A ,j it % qrffq qqTqr qqr qr i qfRrqf % qffqnqrqqq q^ 
qqr qqrqr qqr fq q^lff sfqqn q^T qt * e 1 1 m iq d * qqf 4 lit if 
fqqq ##tft fi <i T f w i WTq-qrq q qrjfr qyifq % qrq qrqq 
qqr^ 5q «ff qtq ^ir qiqfqn qr q^t «ff 1 

5. 5 -« qTqfqwr q^rfq^qrqq if qqif mf if iewt ^ fq 1 
qffeq TRq if fqqtq ^ qrqq irq_ nqq ir qrr qqq q^t | fq 
®q ^4 fqqj iSr fen z£\ tot fq%, nrfq, iffe fq qin if 
gmqT &, % qTfe mit-^qqfiff qqq nfqTnf rrq qqqnq % 

fej if qqmr qqrfinr ift qr n% 1 Rrqmq q^qq % fq qfq ir 
srqq KRT qt inif wr qf rrmpq qfe if qtq qr Tiwr firmr 
?rt 1 

5 s. 7 fqfeq firm % qftfqf fnt qq ferfe ntrrf qq qnn q 
nti >r 1 qn qri: if qnr qtf femm qq^qq'q nqf fer qqr 
fq i qfwr qR 3 r if fen orcr iffq yci qf *rtq Rt'q qrsfr nn? 
if gwr feq'R qq qifi-qt qr <if «f. qri q'qr qq qqqr nr \$m- 
qq aw fqfertwrq qr(qr qT iftrqf firqnr fqqrq irqr nqnq 
qqf nqq niq® iff qqT nr 1 ^rff nfqrqqrqm ■tnn % qm 
feir qfq fesr^f firftqqf ntq qq n?Tqq ^4 uqfqf qq qnq ^4 rffwq 
qnff if qm nqqT | fq qqqnn qr n'fq <fnn if «n 1 

5 5.8 vrqqiqn'iff ^qn*n qq^ft iff irfq ^ tr TR^qq 
qg fferq fnqrnqr | fq 1 qffeq quit if fqqrq iff qq? if 
fqfeR* qrqq 1^ qq wt fqfeR m qfqqm ^fqr nfeq nrinsq 
|i 

5.5.9 fe ^if q^if qqrqr^ nqmq 'fqr 20. 10 
*nt nqf^ fifed ^ wn 51; qqrqT qqT qT 1 q^ qqrfer qqif 
% feT TTtrm qtq q | fq qqT qq; nfer % ffe ferif fefq 
fen 1 qfRTHi qf rffq if R' fen qqr ^ fq ixt ninq t J IT 
vr nqqqT qq jq; qnTqr qff qrqT qrrf^q nr nfq qf% q? 
q wn rtet qf mqq wjqf iff qTt n nft qr qqrff nr 1 pqf 
iftq qTq fqsn q^rfq^nrqq iffntq if qiR iff q? qfq «ff fe 
q^ m jq; qmqi nmiTqq qriAq qfe w ntft ^q rffq q^ir 
qnr fen qqr i'Tht qf tq% mniir® iftq qR qqjf qf qq^ff 
«ff 1 

fifed ^4 m qf ^fqqq ffefeff ^ qqq fen fe ^03 
mqq ntq qq fifefd : l ii^i^n qqqqq qqqiq^f niq fer q 1 qq 
qqqfef q it ^Yq ir ijqqqqrqq w irqr ff'TTffe ifT qf qnj 
n WRd ntq q^ ^qm qq q^n Fnn ir fqqjf wk if q^ 1 
trtt qfqnrq q| jm fe snfr qqq q«n (if ^ 3 qq-q) qf qrq 
infqirr iTm ir fen qq tjii ^r qf 1 nq- irff rrq > fq 
fifed % mi aft qfqfqqfen «ff gqif nw nnqq qw q fqn 
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affnT nn nTFrft totf tst ^tt fFTOT ttot 

Ft iffT if TTTT fFTT TTT I TTTpT, tH TfifTOpm f<TJT itft Tt 
TO % fSrT rmi FT TflTFT T'TTF TO FT ^TT fF Jjfnrff if TF 

fan | i ft m % faFifn % fror nr to % fiFF Am 

FT T AtTSf FT fFTT FFTT ^FFfST FFf HV TT fa^F frit 

Erriran: FfaFrct aro wfarr fSTfaTr F tk t t?ftt nmu 

Tf?ft Tt ^TFT iffTT FT STTT TOT fan TTTT TlfT"; I 

faTFTf FT flftm fWTOT 

6 1. TOTt TTlt if cffa ETA TF Atl ^TOT Ttfr if far 
FFTOP: V: ETTf % nt TTT TF f[TT TfnTT tA % FTFST F TW 
F wr ’st’Tt qrrr Ft 'J'Ttt ttt W t*t k ftto ^ fa f£ 
Hffaf ft FfET Ft TFtf fan faTTt TT^T T*T FT fafTT |W £ , 
?TPt Ftf T^T? nftT F^r iTIFT fa T?T FT TTTTOT JTT FT I 

6 2 14 TtT Fpff Sr TfaF T?TTF FFfFFT F TTT t faffT 

FI I TF JJWFFTFF TOTm FT, %H: TTTT F JTO 4f FT TF 
TTTTT fafafaF fTOPT TTTFT farfaTT Ft FT fan I 

?T% farofe FT arm FFTF |TT I 

6.3. Tfar TT TTOfTT «ft I 

6.4. <fT°2 % fVWT 3 TT if TF far 'f FF TFF ftnt, 

farTFT TOT nTTO TJFT JWT FT %, (WT f$T tFF ^ fFFF 3 
finrcft frfrorf *fk tf TTJTtf tr nrffa it fFFF k sptft % stftf if 
T| ffaFT fFFTFT FT FFFT i fa ffTT ^fFF t(FF TO FEff FTF 

fFFT FT F|T *TT I ffF 'fFF FF FTC 44 FT«ff ff *F FTF ^ 

jfe FF Ft | fF fFFT FF JjfFfcFF, fW fF fF^F FTFf FF fFFff 
FFT FFTF FF UlfFT fTFlt WFF ^ Ff Ff, ffF ^ FF FFF 
FF FTF fFTT FT FWT FT I fjFT >pFF Sf FfftfF ^FF FFf Ft fF 
FTTFFT fF TTFFfFFfcT % FTFF f^FT ^FFT FF FrfFF Ft TTFF FF^" 
F FFT TI FFTF^tF FFT E '', FF F I ^FT FFTF fFFft fFETF FFFFF 
FFT FfyH" 'fF^' rT^F % TTTFFTF F FT^TfF?f Ft Ei^IF FF FT 
FFFF nrrfFTT FT, 3^^ FFSr »Ft fFFft fFFFTft Ft FFTFFT 
^FFTF |t I 

ti 5 FT FFTF 18 FTF, 1973 FT FFFF 20.00 F^ TF 
fTFF fFFFtF |FT I 

6.6. WfT FITF % pTFtaTF % FFF F^J FFTFt TF FtfttF 

FTftfFT FtT^T ^ fFWTT fF% F Ft FFF FFlt fF FtFFT E[fT 
^ FFJ FTF fFFT FT FTlfT ifFT fFFFTF ^ f'F FtFFT FT 

FtFFTF F|F TftfFF FT I 

6.7. fFFTtr TTFft rrrfft TFTiFT FTTT TT fFF% FTF°T WF 

^Ft FT fF^FTFF |TT, FTJjF FFFFTTf FT fT FTl'IF JTT, 

FFftFFt fFTTflFFt, TTpI qft ffFfF TF T'FTF ITT TrtF FT5 fF«T- 
ftlFt ft WFT 5TFTF W^t WTrft ?Ft TF T^T I 

6 8. fFFFTF ^F % fFMFFF rftF FFTrf ^ FTFF FTTF F 
gfTTFJF TJF fFFTF FT Tff FTFF FFT I 1 TpTFF TIFF Sf 3 F7FF 
7T5FT FTF TftF 5 FT^F TFF % ^tT WF % fmF FT FTFF" ?T 
fl^ft % TTT-TTTF -TT^ TT^T fTFTTF % TT % TfFFPTFTTT tTTTTr- 

TTF FFTTT F^t FIT ?FT FT fFWIFTT nifTT |tTT | I 


VII. fTTTt T>F frfTTTf F TWFI 

7 1 FtW *aM fqfoFT, 19 4 7 

7.1.1 fTfTTT 13 J ( 2 ) if iTTFFT ^ fF : — 

^TFFF TTfTTF TFTTTT T^F TTTTSTF % FTT FT Tfq idH F 
TTF'.TT ?ftF fFTTF TT TFDlT F PtF pTTFrT W 

fF fFJfr tttt *FfFr ittt fFrT ttiftt, wt T frFFT 
tftftft Sr tfttf F ttPiftf ti ft tt 4oFt v) f F 
ttt ttPuft TrfaFrft F fTarw Ftf sqfFr tfSr fFFft 

TTFTTF Ft T TTTTqT, T FTFTr, *T |4|TnT TT fFFft 
3 FTF FTFTT, T TFFTT TT |F?ItFt F^TT I TFTF T# 
FtF TT FF TFT TFT F ^fft Tqf»J TfTT TT TTHTT 
F f'T't **j i of fTTTrrf r t 'TrffFr fq, t it T PtF it i p f i 

TT Tin Sf TO FTT T4n ^TTt TIT I -1 . 1 0 nS' TF T^FTF 
Ft fwTr fFFt wnrr F »Rr ff fun ttt tt wIf tt tftf tt 
fFfTTT F ETWEfr FT T5TTT fFn TTT I 

7.1.2. frfnTT 134 F WfJTT FTTifr TTTFT FTt fF S(TF F 
3TTF 3TFT nft fFrt TtF TTtfSTT ETTFTT FtF jf fF “TF 

nl F 5TTTT TTT F fTT tJWT JqTT FF F STTt Tjfr qF |TTT 

if TTTTTTF fltF JrfnTRTftT FTT T TT TTfFTTt Ft ®tlFF TTTt 

irfFr «tt & urn fnf ttFt, tt »ft fF T’fflnrF nftr F rfW 
F rnft TTFFTft Sr fat^di J i ffttt Ft s^tftt FFff, ij'ST nr 

tFt TTR T TTT# TT TTFFFT n fTFFTT FTT FTFT t 
270 IfTo T 5TTTT ffF F T^t, FT WTT fitn Wn” I TT ^T 
F fT TTWFiPTi FF fFrt ft Ft Tmr Ttft fFrr ttt i 

7.1.3. frfTTT 137 (l) if STTOTI | fF 

'Vtf TTTTF TTr- 

(F) ^T TT if TTHtr TTTTT, TUT FT^TT T JF FTT 
F'tTr fF .- 

(i) ffT TTT TTTT TRTT F TPJ ^TF TIT 
TifFTr TrfF T| T^TfirTT fFTT TTT fF 
TPJ Ft JT. TnfvTT H|t FTTT; «fk 

(ii) Tt nr tt TTifir ft m% ?t ttt fi 
FTTT T|T fF T? fF^t TTfn TTTT 
Ft TarmfTT TT JTfTF'TTF TTT TT 
Tf ^PtT I I 

?T TTT% F TTTt ®TTTTT FT TIFfTT 1J5T UTT TT FT 
TIFFI fFTT TTT ^ FTT ^Tff FT ’I^PTF TTT FT ITTmT TTTT 
FTT T fFTT TTT Ft ifWl T, F TITT tF ft, TFtft T'J 

TTTnftF Ft jf: TTrEr ft T ft «t i 

7 . 1 . 1 . fTfnrr 1 40 ( 4 ) T ®ttott ^ fa.- 

"fFTt TffrF Tsf % tf Trif ir, f-wr ft; nfto k 4tFr 

4ITT T|TTF TOT Fifm TT F 1 ^ TTJ TTFT if 

fi^ Trar it, arm Tf ffrof ft FiTfnft TfuFirt 

TffftnTt TTTT F^TT f : FTt FT TT fnT if TTTTTT” T 
'JT: FTltlT FtST F ftfTTT 130 FT ^TT^im' F TTTT 
T FTT T FTT it TFT TTt TTTTi F fTFJ ilf-r TTTtTF 
Jt, WTfTTT TO FTl 6 7 ! TTTTT WlfTT i I 



Sec. 3(ii)J 

foPm 130 it mm | ff ft am f 00, 

m oora tw or# i ?a frita arm Jr o amt ftr orfoa 
m a ak o ?fT fofooa 130 f aiito oto-#orw f oort ft 
ft row ft uJr ftt <tpj tt# ft ftfww ff of at i 

7.2. anoffo fotpr Pm, 1950 

7 2 1 . WR#tO foTTJO fwr, 1950 f Pm 120 O “WaT 
ft fw foroPrfjo mo # foop; tto tor orfft# ; — 

"(i) oa arsrftr f flno or oa awt ft wfa ot 

f fn 7 kotw- | ft ffrft aro % ^ao fty# ft 
amror OOltrOT aft a^fro % aifto ftt 1 

(ii) ofo wto % ffofr pp# Jr no ft aarm otft 
Jr ffiit ft am mwowta #a wr afowo wr ft 
i ok FT-otarf wto Jr afoT om wto i 

work nr foonro ak 55: aotoo afo-oa Jr ok ffor 
wtfot TTpr PrfWT to <10191 wtfot 1 

iwr to ^nfr ffor on ar 1 

7.2.2. Pm 12 2 (o) (or) Jr aoon ft fr foa % Pit 

tt j-?FTfTT Jr a#![T amt orffto orff s;af fwip frao ijwT 
wot ft tko wro 1 

jiHi araar 4 1 3 i . i ot PiPTfl’n fwr on n, fow ofaoa 
afar ft too faa Jr an gar oftt om wot or ato vr otr 
on|n; Pm % atffo mrnat tt o*wm Pm on 1 

7.2.3. WTO srftrPm 1952 ifk 30 i aato 

WOO 7 00 font 

wto afafooa 1952 ft aorr 43 ft oo-hrt ( 1) ak 
(5) # >wn ft Pi.; — 

"ntw wto % Pro, iPft wto ft wt?wr Pro fafto ottr 
im mm n fnita aka no '&z of wrat ft, ffaf 
Pa 7 foilo trw Jrwos fwo 4 19 0 ProfTn ana aV 7 
wVr mo 0 mo Tforor ow noo fooJr mro % 

ot% wro it Pi^m sr 3 t loPro ^ 00a P ProWwo 

soft fOWTp O I ip'l ’— 

(i) TTpORt 00 OTO 

(ii) 00 T tYoor tT >M w\t otr 

(iii) oirt tto Pro oP orfo trt fan oror oV 
oiPT fooJr nr ooPro % !T> nfr % m 1” 

?oo 0^ or mr«n | fr 00T0 % Pro Pr^»to roPion t 
oPmrf ItoJ ooto % oT% 00 000 oofooo srror 3#n 

% oro 00 50 000 ooow ^toT i hoPjit Pm Jr 7 fom tt 

Tro toaffoo t, or ooP oT° T m P PrPm fTn on t oor 

r*o no tt 'tfr foaPro & fr oporor o,^t owr nor orfnr 1 

^o footi t; ^01 4 2 1 1 Jr fro oTe: fwn ^ Pr StotoT t 

i (or) wPtto tP or Po nrooP i 4 oto$ oT^ ot o, 

TiP rft op>mo o< ofr Ptwtoi on 1 o? otr PrPrn: wto ofaPm 
op mr ok oot moo ooio 00 Pm tt omoo toot ?, 1” 

8 . sroa 00 tt owonPm 

8 1 wto ip ana w mm wtot 

no 0000 tT or5 prop wro tt o>ra ot 0 %on arioProf 
tT oon ak 00 omft t otot Ptott o^oo'to toot £, ot 
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#T Pr ^ 7 toot it, offr oocT ak 00m tT joj nftoo mmai 
or; vpr fok ttot 1 1 srroProT ak o»fio' ; fr tT soto Jr two 
^tt torT Jr mmo ooioaor | war fT oorw Pro- 
owfi Jr Ptoot ?: .- 

(i) wto 0 PrfiTa tto! to Twom T Pn 'toJoi otot 
0 omoTaTo TTfrProfr TooRkni oP nnor 1 1 

(ii) oorofr a^P) on # ii ok rttt njnaw oor htr 

IT fTOr WTOT ^ 1 

(iii) or ot 000 wro ootot tT mm srrri mm 

okPoProt 0 Tmoaoi 0 mPo tpj-owr 
^ r Pro ana fro 00 ^ 1 agt amor ft ofrr wtaT 
Jr ottj-oor ^ Pott owr ip Tp mm oil ot 

fti 

(iv) ooto Jr ot% T TTkmfr ^ PrPoa orot a n«R 

ejPt % akrar tt 00P0 owt o mon tT of ft 1 
0050: t?«r apt % orktaf o ?fr Pun 000 ir 

fkrk gar arfo ak ooso fT w wT oP'orfoo 

Pan 1 

(v) o»t oar Jr ?mo Jrot atr airif jrt arom ft 
aTq;PrT aoofPor ak fo or Pronto arot fT mm 
fT of ft 1 

s 2. onPr tthtt #oso 0 gam m o tto ofr ffor 
ato tofoa Pmot t foPoa rr ^ TOarfm f aRr nma 
ak #or ft t#T Jr afo jor at fror 01% or 0 ft ott i 
fOfor opr Pro t? o^Jr ^r 00 00 ot Pf wto Toarfrof ak 
^orPmt TiWrtoot f oto 00P0 oof orft ft 1 oafo fro fwr 
tto ak #toT or# oft oToot opi^ fjfrProT ak oaf t#- 
arPat # oorf *ft fooft norkr «ft ao^tor, ako ak oaf 
|.® afaTiftof ft #t, o'ttPt a? wa n ff ortot ak «ok 
at 7 vif Tratmo f afTf; f ok Jr ^oot wro f tPi^o t#- 
OTfm ot oftt ogot 1 oa am ft 00 ff TTa ormfoT 00 Jr 

ffor oot ar, wr oraarkor ft tor OTOTTfr o|T «ft Pf 
owr Pfoo# k or no owor otor 1 nroo Jr, off 00 or 
Pnora foor wro, o>ft oa at ai^a oftt ai Pf owt ottho a 
no ffn on or at 7 , off gr, or fonf or fom ot 1 #wr 
o fan or Pmo Jr 7k Pmo f «fra afog Praro f am 
at sita or 1 

9.J. offlRio Jr goen o x mt f afo aTraaoit'>r ft amr 
Tr o Too stmtot foTTtoo f foo, afoo TTot am Jr, forra 
gar ak to o^ro xa mPr ft 000# f foa Trft aaroonft 
oftr an 0% % 7 Pm 7 , at ff 500T0 (f ^ or 1) f ofno 
sogo Pon mr, f fofTaw # nfro fttn ft ff 1 woofr, 1973 
Jr, oak; ooor ft okto f 0T0 aftPfi # oa aoftr f otno 
aso aoroo owr ofoor 7 ft srot aao #t 00 a afoT or 
aoaff 00 ak'ao 00P00 ato ttt nwr 00 fowot or 
fr wt# f trw or 7 ?j 1 ^of aftfm, of Fa aofa f okra 
PSwoT or ft wt# f trw noT ?iT w tji J arfim norg 
Jt ft OR OR 7 gT I 

i>ot frf afo O^r faoor ft ff kr Jr Poalr mao o 7 , 
t^t aoa 7 ft *Jto or, wfa f off Jr ^oPoo'r *rt m PmaP 
tt ana fwn oot ftr 1 foPm 114, 119 ak 142 f asflo 
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TTFTT l T X R! XT efxexe faA 19 TX XI Ml X ,-nfaTxmq 3 ! IT Jt*T 

xe: fam xm xt Afa *x font A A faeft far Ar 41 mxAT xifr 
TCtItT % | fan 2 8-2-73 At nTc/mmiX STmtTX AT TlXft 
ir geurr nfAxm ira fexfa £ fa xnA me tf ffaert mx 
ft Tint X X 1 TX vjfA % AtA % fat At XR XeA Ate mfarm 
At XrxAt *fft mxexr XT Xt I Tf XXT XeXT gfanjXX $ fa mi 
nvfr xmrer qe, Axf Ax erx armre At xfax e, ijfA X ATA xrA 
177; eft sqfamft At mxeft A fan 5 ® xff fam TPTT I effanxmil 
mr nxne'r qe xfa gAmn mft %t fax; faA Att xft ft: 

IX (WM A, RTf H9PjAT ffRT XT f^ST 5TTT iJX X TO 
3Tmxfanr «f7V mxxr xnrer At nfaj Anr xfRn fa qiw 
Atxmfexxr xm nrmnrx enfaiAi At witt fam sfr gw xxr 
At mx xe fa At nr xemer mrr ift I faft Aeffa i?rrx ATfa 
irtMfaq mmx jRftpr $ xm fanA, fmNxe, JTRTmrx xnfa 
qe farfat A mrxex fa A mx axee xr emrfre toiw A 
eixexrx m i 

8.4. xxfa nf Arcxrcnx effort At ffaAmet <mx enrex 
A mnx unfa gmi nex wfAmorr At eAfate: xext mffn i imffa, 
AT met A fan, mfa mftx erAT Atmxr next %ffa srfaffa A 
xxmx A fxeme mqx xxfa enm er»mx xft ft wr ft, 
xmmr Ate fame At xnt Aeit erxaxwrx xfexr At je 4341 
TteXT A m^t XT Xfa XT I A ffaq ¥T A HcT3qq*P aqq?tT 

At faripmt »t afar qqfa | fantt Ptavr trafatt faftnAr 
jm fafafttr wAsttfTr At fact faqr, ^ *if A 

crffar tnrq ttr to cnmnc q«r acr -JTarA At x^rq? facn i nm 
«tt vrfcrq-'Tt ?trt A ^ *qxgrc qr eqnr An •nfm 

«tr Ate aA cmro xr'enr =qrf^ «rr i 

8.5. CI7*T A fan nxtrAf At w* 

8.5.i. tjAxtff nrq A, tfa qPeffafaAt >ft xAn faqr % 
fam nemr nst Ate faxAt qqc fafaxAt A gfanAt At sart 
| fa Arfa srfaqT A fan nn k i Tn vrnr A 50 yrerqfa yt 
tttA pt tc (At At A qfcfarfaAf fir enne JtxcaAt "lit 
fafW ^At A Ctm TtnqT ■qilMl 

H 5. 2. 18 nfa, 19 7 3, qfa fan, At IttC XTHT fam 

nqr ^ fa nw cfanm fan 10. 30 xA ttxfan A fanr mn 
nr Ate ntn At nnr A? *fa wretf^n A jn: mej fant nnr 1 
40 fann qerr wt A xm, ^A fqre At xn qre 10 ffaj 
wner^n A get: x^c tt fanr wr 1 wfa expnern iro nix fair 

qrr nAr q-xuAtn wfmmfcAf A ^'fainr A vxrrc fa nr 

fa nen neA At rrmr faetA At, Ate cneem A xxt qnn x^x At 
fanr nn nt 1 ttnifa, At nronet A eAfare famr fa Afa- 
nqr A fanrt At xnr Am ntfan 1 fa fwfa xvitai It fa 
fa 8 10 5tnefan ( 20.10 nA) nn mx «tT q®fa qn 
gn. 6.10 Fm fan nxr nr 1 wtr: «ft nixnin fAnnAt nft A 
fa ftp Axit 8 xxxre 10 ffan xrrer^n rm xt Ann e xw 
qre 1 0 fn ° ^mem n rm anx nr, [ 4. . 4 A 3 mnmT ^ fA q^A 
nrnT nenr rtnfa; 8 xrtqre 10 fA» wet^n fajt ^1 At fame 
A xnc xre fannr faAt fafa xn x;qr A wr xA xm xttA xn 
vr?,r srann *n 1 

3 . 3 . 3 . xx fa qisr xn nxre stm 1 tffa nA Ate Atq^e xtx 
fae o ne xr nr, mrAmret xnmqr At Axer fa gmnr xt ni 


At fa Abt xA A Pt 1 t xn fax 1 TrtfaT 1 qci A nxme xr 
esA A fa ci nerA xt faw m x *tfat A A faAt A Ate xtx etfa 
nfa fat At xf At 1 fa At men A t fa faAt qret A bxBx 
A t fa »jfA A At% 8 xA gxf^^x A me xA xqeifa nx; xiA 
xe fa X, Xfae fat fnxfar fa 1 ^far xfAfen; ^net qret At 
xtcxA XTernn qe: xre«r A At enn fAnr Ate fa qfat A 
xeeqn errAt A xnfax A ffa axfAr A AtA AA xcr A 1 

8.5 4. xfafat At Ate xrA fa: fa At At fa qA A nxT- 
nTe xm fan xH A xtx At, faxrft At fAAtfAn fat faxr xxt 
A m fa fax 1 xiti mffa xt, xx fa, w erxnrx qerr x^n 
AfA qe extAt xrfart A mrtn Ant faAtxn nem ermT A xq- 
me xTxew 1 1 

8 . 5 . 5 . xx fa A nxmAf At faffae fa §■, At At §Amrr 
xrx fax A nr fax A xxr xxxt xit A Axtxx xjx At xrm 
At tw faf fanr xrn % 1 RTxran A xqfexx jn faAt 'xftrxre't 
A Ate x ft At^xt^crxonxo A xtxA srmx wrxx xr xem qfxr, 
qqr x^x exrxtx erfnxnet ^tx A xtA j ^ faA rrAx ftm xifan 
nr Ate xf Axt xTfar xr fa xtA ftA A mtx AArt 
qrrx qxnrq> XT fqrcAxre x^ixx* ex .qe xrrx At 'i * 01 1 ijfxfaxx 
xerA fg xqffarx e| 1 fa excx | fa mftA ^m fat fam 1 
efaXTef qx r, i 1 At Atnet, AtA ermr A fxetum A qexix fa 1 
A fafax ft exxx Atfae fa xx, Ate xfa mnnerx A rfa 
xtt A mA xtA xfewnr rrfrxx> tx ■ xt At ulf el A *xtx 
xe fairxrx faxr xrx, At At AT cm A efnere vxeT^x At mf 
Art f farmer xrt ATAt At 1 At nrnxm m fa xxA A fa 
Ate rjfatA xexxx fax At urn A txt fam m exr m, A 
mxA exrfax qreA xn Art xxrx x^t fam 1 xfaiA xqx jxtx 
A At xf x^t xrfT | fa xfatA mx At ffafaret xmtixr xr 
xerxx xmtrxr xe Arr At At 1 xx fa mAmet amme AT Atnet, 
A mrxrxx A xxw nm t fa fa mreifx A Atxm me A fa 
mv A Ate xx xrx A xfixx mrem At Afaet A qrfr fa t ser 
xrer^x qrr mA qe xm A, At nmim A nmnAt At Ate A 
cmxixx A nffas nferwet A xq A miftxg ftA qe xf mr 
axe xfr farm | fa mrA A faeft A mpemxt Ax A mA fam 
m m A xcxte ^ A fan Afxt A 1 fxfa mrfaetrr | fa xxA 
xxxx A xrmp Ate ijxx Amxx qxn mx frA At mmxm xr 
sttx efa m> A meffaqr mrAmA xxxtA A amqrer e| At fa 
xxAt ^fxxx A flA xfa wv nfmrrrA At, im A xm n^ Ate 
fanfare rrfAmet At fxeturx At faffa nmxre m eqx 
xx A xx h 1 1 ■ 1 xegx xeA xtA faAt nfcrxrfat x mfArxer nx A 
vr xTxerer At entxne fxm fa xt Ate faefa fafaft A xex 
xrrxx xxrr xrer? x A mn fam nm m 1 xxAxret Atmrr xnx 
xmxx Ax fa nxer? x A xemx fmgm At xtxerr xmr A xff 
A Ate xfm 3 xfixx qmnx, At At^ qt° Atfet fafa mftA k sft 
efa A fan xm m, A fn xrxxrft A mxre xe faxr fa xxt 
xxt xrA xe em m xjft xe egr xr 1 fane At mrnner sner 
xmn xn s xfae xr xrx, farxA xxerf x A wt me xeA xr 
mfa fam, Aimer fAfat xr, At xtfTe mftx ftm 1 1 mr xft 
xxrm xm fa fan xxrr xAtfaxet xsr Ate mrx xsr Atxt A 
xrrxxq xxtnA nffarffat X gtA gn. mr n^ mutex eifxx 
xr, Ate xjr 'At crx Atfre Ate A x fa ^fxx fanA x^ At Ax 
xeA A mAx At xt fmAxret nxA xe At fa gx: xxA A faeft 
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At sjfersiRt fi| TstfsiRt tots r ms ottt % Ft, % Aott Ptsr 
Sfa 1TTT OTT Silt fTOTT fa OTOTT TOT OTfaftOTfOTOTT ir, ^sfSOTOTT apT 

srfA % At% sotot srot % f%nr TOjsfs At snAt Fifas i Msfa 
Proft At TrftTTRt A stFotsott At vjftr % AtA toot % fro; Pottos 
stotto xnft srA sA fafaR otft fron frort A At otf OT?r 
totiott & Ft ot f ototsit AtF ottot sr fssn otott siotto ott f«F gPr 
% AtA *pt*t sr fa s^rEfTm si Fmtt Afa ot*Ar w sift ott 

’At TOTpSOT, TOFTS TO? POTT SROT A fArr TO|OTfs a | OT? At OTft 

srsTT’TT ototi fsi tot tootA Ft fsAOT AA fa PtotsA froAsRA At i 

5.5.0. TOTTOTTOTOT A TOTfRTfl gTT, ifaR % AfR AfaT AOT OTSi 

%, wfu*Rf»7f srt jrjot nfafa tot tofr TOOTTf At fsTOj 7 fssR 

18 OTlA, 137 3 A TOTTT?.OT % Atm 3TOOT SA fsOTimT SA gA 
TOStT At I TOT TORTFOT OTS TOOT SOT TOOTTft ?TOTT fafa A At 
fatSiR OT?t fsOTTT far faAt A At OTF tOTTOT S$T fTOTT fa OTSOT 
OTFrSOT OTTO OTTOT: 3^ W T?OT % SIT 2 STOTR lo fAo 3TTTTF OT 
IT 'JOT: TOT SR fTOTT OTST OTT I faAt % At TOT OTTOTOjA 3TOT 
OTT fSFR OTIft faOTT fa SOTT TOT OTfafTOTpfat A gOTfa OTItF A 
toFsotott sA ot'iot Atott Tjrsnwsi err i fast A At faroA * 
pTOTtOTOT Si TOT SOT fSFTT fat PPOTT I OTsA gft STOT OTF $ fa 
fsi At ot At ott fafarr s?t (toott fa totA A ffarfa shot sot srA 
sA ototsA FtoAttA At i Atr otvE otott otottotot otstt ototttfot if 
6 otot otottotit OT’OT ott, OTfa T Aot FototA sot EtotFotot otfi 
fast OTOTr, sfFr 16 . 00 TO % OTTOT ^far OTfar % (far *OTfaOT OTt% 

At OT(T I OTOTOTSS: OTJ ffafa OTFaSOTfatt OTTTT "OTfSOTOTOT OTT OTTOTEs: 

ott A ot^Isototot FsFAsrrt A ototA % Potot OTfair sA OTt ^ fa^? 

STOTOTOTSit A OTOT OTOTT^OT SO OTOTt TOOT Sit OTSifalS: EotEt OTTOT,OT 
OTft SP ^ I OTOT OTfa ^ fair 3^'dSOT A SOTt SOTOT»OTT Sp OTt sflT 

wFtrsirFTOTt otott otIotsA sOTtOTifaift A sAot toA fafamiA faOTiOT 

A OTOTTO TfT I 
8.6. tiirswf: fatTOrt 

8.6.1. A OTSOTOTOT TOTfatOT otFiJSOTA, «ft TOOTTOT, tfaiOT srfa 
OTffaC tTtFOTOTT, At Hta OTt° OTFtfr A I At OTTOTSTOT A TOt 
SOTTOT A SiFT % fa OTF TOT OT'RT A 3TSOTOT OT fa OTSOTOTOT TfaOTTT 
sA SiSOT iftOT FstOT ottOTOT (At Ait A ototiA ottOTot, sAt At ot?A 
A SiFT ^ Fsr OT^fa TOT OTT OTTOTOTTOT OTOTT SnAsOTft OTOT-UOT A faOTTT 
FotOTOT fSiOTT t I At OTTTSTOT ftAt At TOR TOT OT^OT A OTOTfTO 
OTlft Ft OTSit fa %S"T M'llOT % faj TOOTlA 'FOTt OTT% wtnlFSn 
otA% At SOTTOT OT TOTft gOT, SOTA SROT OTOTOT Tt At OTT A WOTOT 

ottA RnfaOT srfa, toA otAfE At i 

8.6 2. At Ao Ate STFTt A OTTTOTTOTOT A ototst sort SOTTOT 
A STOTT faOTT I fa t OTfas tAtfOTOTT A ffafa OTFTOTjA UTOTOTT 
A TRTOTOT faOTT OTTOTT OTT, FSOT^ A FOTfW TOR % SOTA $$ OTTOTOTOTOT: 
farifaRt OTft At A I OTOTTfa, TOT OTTotA A, OTOTffa TAfaR faOTT 

t fa Aotot sA AtA srA % sotot sA AFfott Aotr At Ar 
OT? At SOT1OT A ^ Fsi SitOTOTT UTOT tAIFsOTT, A %° OT^To tA? toA 
to sot sotAottt AsA A ottot A, Atr totFotj, ot tot sotA A otPsot 
OTOT A OTTOS: OT?t OT I OTFTFTOT At OTF^t A OTF OTft SiFT ^ fOT 
At Ao rriTo Fot? At OT? Sifa OTtOTT OTOTT OTT I TOTpTOT At OTFft- 
OTftss TOT sA fAftSTOT lA fautsTTl A OTOT OT^t OTSiA f, I 

SitA At OTigt AtOTOTT A OTOTOT-OTTftAt At AOTR SiTOTT At TlfaT- 
fOTOT ^t ott FototA ototF»toti TsTtf otA jftAt FFotA At rot sotAsrott 


FtOTT Atr PAt OTSflTOTt OTfs sAf ?>, otottA otA ?lAt TO JJTO 
OTOTTOTOT TOT OT'OT OTROTT FtOTT I TOT TOR SA OTOTOTTOS OTITOT AOTR 
SOT OTTOTt OTTfar At, OTtT OTOTOTTSi OTT O f A r i sA OTFOTfa OTTOT SR 
AAt TOTEotTT At, fai^ TOT OTSOTT sA r'tA OTOTOT-OTTfaAr Aotr otft 
sA otA At Ats otAt toots; s?r otototIot toot At otA At i otf ottsjot 
A A. Afa TOTOT fSOTTt A T^SOTT At OTTft faOTT |, fsi SOTAsOTTt 
OTTOOTSi A SOT OTFT FOTTOTT OTOTT fa JSOT OTOTTOTOT OTOTTT ST As STTfa 
% TotJ OTOT FstOTT OTTOTST I OTfo At OTFAf SOTotAotOTOT sA tf t TO ' T 
v S M OTtOTOTT A Frill, At froAOTR A At At TOTTOOT: Atotott otototto 
A t OTOTT fA ATT faOTR A fa faAt OT(TR T' Atfa OT T sft STJOTftOTpT 
OT At OTtfr sit STfOTOTOTTOT SOT fOTtATrTt 'At OTSSOT fat -PR SRAt 

OTTfaT i tot otsot A TOSiT Afa Atr At wfasi AAtr 3t i SOTAsortt 

TOTO A OTOTOTOT »T As % faOT TOT OTR SROT Sp U JOTf OT TOR 
At OTfltAt Sit TOT OTTOT OTT TOTOT AST OTfifatT q*f fa 1JSS TfaTOTOT 
OTTT JOT? Ai Atm At OTtOT A? A ffar SS FOT TOTTfOT TO OTTO 
faOTT OTOTT OTT I OTfa TOTOT OTfafTOOT SR fan MlfifR ST fa TOT 
AtT OTtA OTiOT OTAt fa OTT OTfa OT? STTffaTA OTT At iRf OTTOTOTT 
OTOTrOTSi % TOTOT A OTH | S l f T 1 1 ST I sfa OT S ■ OTSV 30 OTOTOT OTOT- 

otsot otAt' A At T'F jTpr A ottt^ rnffa srA % Eta faAt 
A OT?t TtSfT OTT I OTfatA TOTOT A Sit# At SrA OTff fasr i 

8.6.3. At %o OTOTo iJOTTT, sfai5 faTO OTTOT OTTA fas' 
tt A i totEtj , tot far ototsA sAf ffatOT froATRt sift 
At i otottIot AA otr fast F fa jotsAI Aiot OT^rsf Ai irtm, Asrr 
OTTOT WOTTRt OTT TO OTA A OTlOTT OTOTOT % FOTJ 'OTFot % AtOT A 
TOfafat SOT OTTFT fOTSOA faOTT ^t OTOT TFT OTT I A»TT fa AA OTfT 
F, TOTA OTT-OTsfalOT SOT OTTSOTT SffaTT%T 5^ I TTT% ffarr, At OT^URT 

At, toto grA A ottA , farArrtt faWR siTAt OTifar i xAt 

TOR At TOSSPOT, OTTOT Sif ifasr FtT % SiROT AtT A<Tf fa 
AA OTFOT Sigr A, OTOTOT OTT TAtfOTOTT, At OTOTf At At fafasrft fafaR 
SiTAt OTTfFA I 

8-6.4. At ottto %e sOTtoOT trototot far toot A snAfarft 
OTAtJSi OT I TOjfA fatSTT fasT \ fsi OTfaiOT TOOT: OTTOT SOT sYr 
faOTT OTT Atr is sA TORTgOT OTT iftST gf OT% OTJ, TO fa 
TOT OTOTTOTT OTOTT OTT I OTOTlfa, A TOT TOOT Sit "OTTOT A RTF A STTOOT 
fa fa At TOVOTTOTOT OTfa FTOTT OTOTT OTOTTOTT OTOTT | fa falT %OTOT 
OTOTOTOT ^T At % ffa? ifa fSTOTT OTTSOTT, OTOT% fafatOT SF TgA 
|t 3 fa % FTOT OTTf TOT OTA JsfaOT A ASiT #T jfa OTTTTFOT 
TO FT fsiOTT OTOTT OTT I TOftA TTRSTOTOT OT|A f OTOTT fa TOT iJOT: 
FR OTI^ faOTT FTOTOTT , lltt At At o At e Atlltt sA STTOT OTT 
% fsfOT S^A % STOTTST ^ Alt faAt OTgTOTSi OTSOTSi At fafaOTTTt 
OT?A AtAt fa F? OTF OTfaffaOT fa fa OTTO TOOT fafa At OTOTOT 
Pig TOOT OTTft faOTT Sn‘,'1 1 OTT OTfT TA FiOT SROTT OT^ At TjfA S> 

*AA A "sfarOTt sA fOTsOTAt srftA i At sWft Ptott stt ?Aot 
"OTFW ffar OTOT TTFOT A TOOT AfasR fOTfrsOTT A I OTF FTTOTS A 

jsi msA ottAVt sjfi At i 

8-6.5. TOTt FfmOTOT OTFTOTSiOTFOTST, At Ate Ato AtgAt FtF 
% OTOTOT faFOT PTTO^ fas JOTOTIW A Atm OTfafa Ato Ato TfOTo 
TTOT° SA OTOTIOTT TO fa OTfafa TpTSR, 18 OTlA , 1073 TORTgOT 
A TOOT "OTpfOTOTT A TOOT TO toAsot PFOTT, PfotA OTOTtOT FtOTT jt fa 
Fg TFOT FgZt OTT A I STTOTF A TOTRt At o At® gOT ° gOTo Ai OTTOTA At 

ototo Ato ottttftA AVt At toto Aio Aturt sttt ftrr ota 
TOTKA jEot FPft I I OTTOpT rS T OT I HOT A ototAAtotA fottotot 
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fann | wk qr^q | far # Tf-nrf qT T r;rq *pt qrjai 
Tf q^f 4 4k qr? Srq<q fqqt akkrq qrkr Sr fqq rqrq 4 sttS 
4, amfq, fror % aft^r^ qkk qqlqrrr ftrqr far qqifaid sksqr 
4 *?Tq T7! Tjfa Sr farq qr^T *TT, farr^ q^ffa 7T*fl '41 ?fa 

fkrr t far 4 qq *mrf q qfr qqal qr wr <r i qrm pr q 4 ftq 
q^ qqSr qqrq % qqqrT:, q?| qq 41 qFjq q?ff «rr far q<JT 
q^ *tt i qrc qkr qqrq qq fanrqrq qrrqT qrfkr £ kr far qroq: 
fanfankl q jfakrp r qrrq % faqr faqr ttt qqr £ i fan" 41 qfa, 
qr qqq |, 4r qp qxqfr qqTqfqqr qqkrr ^ 4k Srqq xqSr 
q4tq 4 ifl faro rfr qqrqr £ far tr qrnfTrkl qSsrqr 1 >jpt 
qq 7 ^ Sr faq qrrrr qr, t q?r 41 r qq qfr ttjI tt qql qq*rq *1 
4k wPrrr % wq qkr 4k kr j® %r qqr «tt qqSr srfq ' 3^Kft q 
4, qq; n^? (rqqsfqfq fkrfq S 41 41° 41° 4kkf qff <+<gT 
■qr^ q«4 qr tjfqqq RrqqkT qfr frqq41 % qfa qnkr =^qr Sr fkrr 
f^r»ArqrrA' rkrqrrq qpnfi ^feq i 

8. 6 6 Srqq qfr 414 qrq4 4k qqTq qq faqrqqq 4qrk 
q?rqqr f4tfaqq «fr f “t 4 i qqffl qqm fa qq q? qrfa fqqn 
m t?rr «rr or w qqrqq krr sfa qrqqT umw q?fl qr, 
4k qjr far 4 qfl qrqq fir qt kl qR qrkr qrr trfaq farqq 
faqr i qk qfr q ?7 qrq4 qfl trrqrqqrqr 4*41 qqSr fkrTq jfar S 
qr qfl, sf! f s_ 4 faflpsr qq4 qq q4 trafqqq qrrxfTTTT ir sq 
Jf qqq fw i q^ qiqfl Sr faq ^ »fr q?l S Or in Tf qqq 
qrql qrr trrlq fqqT i ^ 5q qrr % faq qfq q^f 

fqqr qfT qqrqT fqr ^jqS qq W’J'qq qrr jqqr qrf^r «rr, qqr if 
qrq qq sqfqqzff 1 * fn 'f jff rqq% a rrri I Sr ^rqrqq qqrf qq 7% 
«r i fqffq qT 4 qqflr qqqq q? fr q i r qr fir fair rnl qqrf 
ff «mJT q#r qS41 i qir fiqr qrqS 4 5 rqq 4 rS *ftr ^ sfttfr 
qqrfq fqqfrr % fmi q®r *q 4 qr% fqrifqrT q^t sjfqrqT w 
qqqT ?frr> q^ <frq4 ?rqqT qq qftf qfaqrrr 

q^f «rr, q Sf q sqfaqql 4k qnq Sr fqrr fakf q i < 4, fqqqq 
qqSr 41 qq% q?qqrr <T«lq 4 i ftr^, rnp sftr ^ J 
fqq isd fry fai-ikM ^ I ^Tl>' ®r*fkT Srq 4 41 aqfipr 4 rjqffl 
gr$TT qffqt q|l q?4f ff 41, 4r ~3% qyqql 41 1 fawr 
wrq 4 SI q4 qTEm°r Tf4t 41 qTfrqqwr qfl qrqi an qqrqr i 
qq S krqfr prtT *jfr ^117 4 f WT 4 f f 3 rc 4 qTtl qqkqr qn41 
"qrflrf 1 

s fi 7 qlfqqT % fqq 4rqqT qnq 4 41 *rrq rrfaqrkl q^rqqr 
rfrfqqr 4f 4o 41° f4wl wk qjrqir qqqqr 41 4t 4kj;q 
4 1 «fl qrt mf 4fqqr 4 qqr4 4 4k 41 f4i41 qq fqq 
qfr 4kn qrrl 4k wrfrq qrkr Sr qqq 4 qqq qrr: 7 ^ 

4 1 6 41q 4 srqS fwa ^q^< qTrqrr tt 4 4k 

41 qqq 41 4'JTrrq qri t4 4 1 4k <4q 41 Sr= wiq 4 

rq rqi q q 4 qr^rff *p7ql qqr$S 4 qqrqT fqr 41 TFk 4k 

41 Sro iflo fq7qfr dqf 4 Si r?q4 414 qnq 4 qkr Sr flpr 
<ir^r ht 4k 41 frofl 4 visqiqq f4qi «tt f4 ktIet ^1 kaT wr 
fqqr qqqTT i qq qf4r qfaqTfkfr 4 qfq4f qfr ftrqqi qfvrifkq 
fSrqr 4k qq qr *n4 qqrq qq fqrqqr qTqqTT fqqr, qq qp;q 
SI S fSrqj qf4 q?r qqrqr q- 41 T?rr 44 41 4 qfq 4 ftrqjq 
qqq nfl ql qqr4 i qqrqq qrflfqTrr 41 qk 4f q?; ^Fqfrqq 
nn4 q4 kr rSqTf l 41 fir iqfSq qrTq 4 qfS 441 qkkqfqql 4 
qr irtt 4r wTqTqr ql qqqfl S i q^^q r fkl qkl Sr 4rqf 
4f 41% qr% 4 Tkrqr qrfi?q «n 41 t qfq rjq qq^qT 

qq qfq qr4 41 qrjqfq 41 4r ql 4r ^ qrfyn qr fqr 4 


qq qqq qrfqq qqr 41 qqfa; qrqr qfrEqq qqftr Sr fqq q;q qqr qr 
qqr q qi4 4 41 qr^, qqrqir qqaq Sr qkr =r4qq 4 wr t| i 

41 f4*4l 41 fqrqqkr qq% qtff-T qrrq qA- qi4 xqfl 
^qkqqt 41 41 41 i a 4fq 4 4r4 44 qq 4 i qqSr wfrfkq 
41 fq?41 S; fairs tfq 4lt 41 qrq i Erq T7 sqrq fSqr qrqr qrfaq i 
q^rfalqq, grq qTqrT Sr q^qr? w-rl qqrq 4 qq qfhrrn: 
fqqr far qqfa 4«rr rfrq qs 4 npq fartn- qqr qr 4k q fSr Srqrr 
ts 41 4, 4qr fSr qrSqr^q qqw jttt iSfarR; fqqr qqr qi, 
37 SH ^q qqq 41 qrqsrkl qr4qr?irqr qqqqr qfr qff fr, q? 
qpqq 4 qqr 7j;q 41 I 

sss yrtl qkl 4 41 «qfqq 4 qq4 q44«rq 

qfqqrrfTTff 4 4 Srqrq qfa Sfr fqpflq 4 qqqSr i qq4 4 qqr 
41 qjrqk fqrkk Sr m 4 st qfrqqf qk tr4l#r Sqw 4 qnq 
qr 74 4 1 qrq ql, 41 Sr ^nq, 41rr4q 4k 4fr Tjqqkr 
f4^ arm qrqr7: 4 i ^rfkqq Sfq mfl qrfaqr 4 «kf 41 W i 
qrf o qrf f r^fo qqqql Sr q4q 4mr 4 qq qqq >rq fqffqqq 4 qFTw 
fqrqr fqr qq qrjqql q4S<ff4f 4 jqfl qrfl Sr 4krq 4q q4 ^ 
frifte' q|l 41 i jqfarq ^14 rkfqqrfqrq(5t , i4t^qqSl*fl 
ktf ?q q4kr q4 rfaq qqrr Sr qrr fSam S; qq4q 4 rfakr 
farqr qqr fSr m Sr fqrS 4 Trqpfirr tfl 4q wr qf i 44 q?4 
faiq faqr | fa farq qrnqff qq 4 qk ^ rjq4 qjrqtq 
^kfqr-rr qifl 41 r>rr qqr4r kk 44 kr Sr 4qqq51 S-Trfaqqr qqqfn 
qfr iwt 4. i Tffaq 4 41 r^o Sro i>rrq qrr qj qqrq rfarqi r qifl 
qri qqrfrr fqr rj^k 4lf 4ff qfr qk 41 i 4 tt faTk ^ far q 
ml 41 m kk q $• 41 rp:4q fq? 4 q<rwj4 fqrqt qr 4rr 
Sr 44a 4 qffam farqT i 4 qSnr 5 K ti Sk 4 ?1 rkfe? 
4, qqrq q? gfafSqff i^S Sr far far Sr tfk-tfk 4qq 4 *qfaq4S 
qfr qfrf ^rkr q ?i, ^qT far qqqrr qrtfar «tT i ^qfani S %q4f 
fqflqril fqrrrl 4 vqriT 74 kUt; srpoq qqql qqw kkfl 
q^rrrqr qrqr qrfaq 1 

8 7 1 . 44 ^SaqrSr 44q4rrka: 4 kR q^Sr 4l% Sr farfarsr 
qlS^rq qffrqrrfiql q4 rrVrf fqfcqTrkqS Sr qk 4 qqf q4 ^1 1 
4 qq qt qqTq qr4 qr4 4rq t 4 qwr Sr ark 4 qr^rqr 
qrjqT 1 4tt fqqrq 4, fa> *rq4 wfarqr 4T4r qfk® kflfqq? 
41 ak 4r<> q^kl 4 1 qqSr qrq 4 q?Tqqr qaknr 41 41° 41° 
41^41 krr qqSr qnr qq^qipir qTraqr 41 rrn» Sr° kltkl qfr 4141 

^ 1 tfka ’41 tqqqTq, 41 fqqTf 441 qltkl Sr rjkr 
qpr wt4 4 1 

872 qtflqfq qqS41 JTfqqrrfkfl 4 41 ^° Sr° «rq 4k 
41 ^qsfq fq|[ qrqql qkl ^qr Sr farq 414 far74qT7; | 1 41 ^Tq 
41 far qqr krrkrq 4 kit 41 qqwfq fqy 4 qq 4 qfks ^tSSr 
xrq 41 fqq 41 kkrr x q q?41 % fqq *rftrqr fanfaqkl Fffaqr; qkql 
qrfaq 1 qqrqqr qqqqr, 41 qlk qfr qqr nrai'-q 4k fafarq 
fqifaqkl | ffaq4 w aifr qq qqrS 1 sqfanr 4 qqqq fqrq 41 
qrq 41f kr fqq Sr qqq q?qr^ T'fqT 1 4f Sr° 41° fk41 wk 
41 575 qfr 41 farkfqkl ftr^ qSqrq S qq S i qt^q 
4 qpq-qrq 78rqr f 1 

IX fqqqfkf 

9.1. qTqTTq 

9 1 1 fqq qkfkrfarqr 4 faqqk j*r r, qqSr qk 4 fa®4 ?rr 
4 4S ffca ,r T 4 qkf Si fl 1 qqqq? qqrqqiqr % fa aqq 
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wfarrferr ir am frfnna? fak safe nfem ? feran t rat 
rfarr fak mnmfem rr mn n?t at i mrrsan % fan ^fafeat 
rankt nn n tom a? a^fa mfr frm far nrn mro 
t? rr an to trw mfe jm srrfarn ejaa rrankt ufankm 
it fern TT^R-f=r T fam fra? fa nan t fan? am nfr frm 
maam i TOrma ? fa ana? nrfe aft fr ran n ? twit 
urn ? a rfmsr nawr ? an? ma % to nan? faa n?mr 
SHRJT ii W WT fafemfifa «ft I nafaTT far? q?fa faFTfer 
ns I fr nat afes fak aftfa nfarrkm rr feni rim 
’SFT'T fnftnq r ?fk amfa trfefa ? amicT an far fat if m? 
mr? nfmt fak feifefei rr ym am ?tm mfs? i ns fan 
nt t fa? nfa^ wj a<;n mar an? ?rn t fam mar mfc? 
VT man t n? nan nan urn sitfnna tot wftTnkt 
ft nnn it frnr mnr mf?n 1 

9 1 2 Unn fifem ?? fV ? TpT nan f, Fn? Bqmn 
?, mrrfn ?rro mn Tprim mjpm far afe rft far faferamt 
f. ^ fafes rnnam itmfa m fan i main siam faferat 

if fat RTOTT ? fa TOT ?" anR m? it TO rat ? as? WW 

it frfw anafn arm fa mfa mff?, fam; wt fan n^ tfafer 
irst t fT it? fafarcr wq ft ^r? i j^tt % ftq 

^ttt fr qpr frirr f fv to <rr aririrq qT ^z tr ftro 

•pkf n?t TTfqfq ifr qf “-ft I qTTfT ifk qk % 

firrr srq Ft^tt 5 ftt sfk fqn r if 4 0 % srrq i\i? r sh t^v 

WTq Tt 6 at ^ fan jpr fr^T naT 1 i?t a? r *ft ^\z Ort | fqr 

WqqTT CR ^ ^ t *TR JfTT q^ q?T 

Tfqr 'l’t ft TrftTT TTFq t* Fqpr ?IT fraT WT I a? 4 jR if Rfj 

faspft ^et ^ t TrkfiTT «rr i ^ ata ama n aaro 
ir^t Jr far Tiraqr q-r aajaftr ^ft af «ft i irft fqrprfVTjr ^ fif 
rraw 'qaar tit^ arm rnfurtr Mt *af^ ft fkffnr wjafa 
f" firtr qix Tt (fcsMt tar ft sw aaa miar % DaTra 
fr ar?n; ftrft srar qfrfeT% tt Ft* vx) to aft Prt aiar 
'TrfF^ i ?tt ankr a tft aaafa f as ft to fm arfiar ff? 
q<3T frat aaa t Fapr to ftar to ar i sratr tw % f^^nf 

ft arsr Tnrorq?r qgT a? ft to at eft w q? to ft 

aair t af ft a-pfr arffn sfk to ar sratnr ittt w«rt 
Taar tot arfaptr faafr *afaa jrt tottto ffna ^ ^n- ff 
fr 177 aar f i 

9 i 3 acat; to: a*r to ^tRt ft aatrar ar 'yf arrranft 
ft? t art a? to *[fr to to fen mn frar aasr aw 
f feraa ftTO^ t rrvft fr to farm mrr ft an aaa ftmftn 
ft Tr Ttf waaT aft afar fa a«T to fra ft mf ftf arwrat 

aft ft, %t Pr ankr a farm am f i in wn ^ snrtrar 
<ft tram am> srt mftrj-n nftraRt aft gft fefrmff frat 
frraf ntfta ? at% if «afeat ft man % fan aa^mft 

ak aatftr nmat nfefr t tnmfa fat aror imr ffe ntfer 
t 1 't? armraft mart fetaift fnft far mft ar«t ant mart 
*TR?aar tmft t fncr samm ara? f qmro ^tt fwft to 
tt at arnfr ^rffa, afa ff nt fara ftm nai i 

9 l 4 aar 7,feR f na smrstT affm % matt ffirt 

tafarm, fro? martefta era titct i a rnfafet jrrr 
tfara far? m? arat at armr a mata at at? feats at aamr 
^fsmrrt it ttat % aara am? a? ? i w aat? ft TORfafe 
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Tia nmrn ir smft faaaa it femt ?sa ? Pifr fam aaT 
aT wtaa? aft afemat a afenaa ar fen feanr fen am 
m i mat? aT 'amniTO ferr f i mra rt a faErtfra afe 
=r art a Trf feta mara aft f afe aa start qa mfnar an 
fen aar I fen? feats ? aama jaFamr at ataara i fern 
rnmrrar afe mfr arf-m i a? mar a arntr nmft maaft^m 
a tit i narfma ann at feafear m ^rfe fermrt it faarffeft 
qa nrarfer f i aft fwife t fr an ant? aa afifa^ma, 
am TfT>,tr tf|T na arrw tot mwat a famr famr arm 
mfe at T a?T awft aarrr am ma a?t mafert a afer naa 
amt m fanj n^mr t fm 7 fenaa ^at? am mfe i 

o i 5 ijifeTT i fan at arnT at nr a^my? ma as ft 
fr aferai afms afaTtfer a a mi ft qa a?a rr 
arm frm f i trrfe rferR *tt fe 77 ? atam mrn ? an? 
rr fer aam mm ^ atr am fer ftft at a? at 'raft 
rr fra ar a? a^ftr fr rjfjar at fert Trfea ^€t at m 
mrni aferrfen a aafr arfen f amfa aar fa aaat f , 
afar to arfart r faafta armrffr aarr am fena i 
fe qnn amt tr fer aan rafmrm aaaT nqft wsft at aft 
fanfa ft i im fero f far rt feafr a atn 7 rat it mron ^ i 
ama afa fer ama rat i ftm 7 jar afejfm at mft mfer 
ata ?fr feft r fat^ ^jft aa if? % mat wfarrfaat it 
ar ferfan maimfr Jar at mt i arafet a rr? m? rfe 
?? afarifert at arsm ata rat aa fer fa? ait arfr na it 
sfetr aa ft feta ram f i afeata mt i s afe i fan at afer 
%an if nt% ’■rat rfk a% amfer aafr 41 ? am arra an sranar 
frm ma, rfa<a ata fefeTO afar.faat it ffesa s^ft aa 
Farar aTnrFTffrr i am feft aa an fr ?aa aTmm mjasra 
nfe aama rrana frm arm ft, ara rf i aftmfaat rt a*m 
aafe frm i fea fa ra fern aa amir mm fnia fern mm 
Fifer i am? asmyi mn a? t fr ar mala it flm T at ana 
sfta arfan afarrfant at ararma, nrnffer am fi aafer mfet 
am a^ft ata aar fefamfen f i 

9 16 t? fema ? rara r fea rjmrRar amrat ? 
jnasn at armraarm ? i fermr fetat ak faferat ? arfeia 
a? atftra f, far am fma ak am? fma am nfa aia ataarr 
im amt mat ? feta nit an amar aar ^sn arfanat 
^ m? ft wk amr? Faro an a afar maim mat «rm ? 
men sfet rr anar ft i afetr aTat ? afarrft atmar 
esm namr r at? femii ? ana am t i n? amfa anraamr 
aftfe | ak fat faraa? ana f fr T 71 * 77 afanfert it 
gan at rain an inn amtaa mrrm arm t ita emit fjmm 
gT«T afrfntmrra rrnft ir mat?m fi fefnnat a atfwm 
t i rm arra m^ ana afarkt at mraram fat ifen urn 
afaarot i aim ana ram|ati-?fa ft farm? mm %f % 
fr nnit tar? ma anro at atwr naama rnt % farm ufar 
rfearn it mat ? i 

fa mjaa rim g far aaisnaar ajft an ncn armkr ariVs 
it afet i anara fern m? fak ataart urn i anar i 
n tT iy .ria i ra t na rat |? a;asn afanfr ir man 
afanfant i aw fa? ft mar rat itrjs ft fak as amrar 
rr ufanan ranat m af i aama stot aat tot ? fmrma 
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kq 3 tt% <tt 57447 *stt 4 % 574 ft 4 jq 4F7i%4 % 
krr 5747 5f%4 qff ft4r qfifq i qq va arr-fr 447 
fqq4 5T<mf fit ®%T57 *773754 vitt-t $f54 fi74 kF474, Tr«^rT 
fifagr ferra f?TT*T firFqis, 57447 WT’T qrffmq 4k k*r%4% 
fit4?rr gr4 5*447 firPrfrr %% 4# 4rfi44F45 575*77 fi 

574% fit ®T4% 5% 44f%4 f547 447 f I %7T 33774 | f5 g7<S77 
nk wr 54T7 srfimfkft 57 q5 q?rq *fi*7 44r4r 4747 ^rfgr'T i 

4%474 4ft 47? srr%5 *574 fi q5 g7Wr 4Fsf5777 ft47 4rF<7% $47 
fir TfiTkl fff%44% 4 *>44747 I I 4% 3747 5«5«t 474%f % 
watt arrr 43*5 4474577 ft4r 4rfffi i ffi7 fit 5445 fit >414 
% 3 % qk4744 fit krimk rjsrfit 4 rrq% i 45 sprpp T7f4*k 
«p'tnT fir 45 37377 qFwifit fit 5473 4T% 4T 47% 47% f54j 37*47 

wk^irfl fir 44 wfErTTT f74r Trffq fir 4 ? ik 37577 qFuqrrit, 

%% &7 4?r 4445 fi 57 *T%44 4 ftTr, fit 47% ft F74tf % 4% I 

*474 444 47 375 77 4ftTT4^ fit 4?!44T 47*{ 4414 4Fq5rft 

irrcr fit Tnfit iTfffi i 474 4414 qFsrtfrrf 4t4 37 OT *rFE 75 rfit 

fi Wtfpr 57*7 5%*77 I 37577 *rfE75rft 5% %fit 4kqr5t4 44T q%t4F4 
4i345% fit W|7447 445^4 fit 4T4t 44^ ffiqfit 44 37*774 
ft, %47 fr 44 4^4 44T4r f5 5t447 *S74 44475 fit 447$ 

%4T 4444 54J*T 144 ft47 I 4? 44% f%q %5FfT5 ft qft 4^5 
444744 f f4 4$ sNffa 3*477 Urtr4rk4f % 4T4 474PT4 

fkti 'H'Tf krq 44% 4tff4 <JT4f *f TT4-T ff?q 4T% 41% 4*:5TT 
f Cl 0 44 4^%4T I 

<fcftq HrTTc q 47 5454 trlwrft irt^r 4 rf?? f>T4i4 4 ?r 44 T 

% kq 4t? % ktMRF 4V44T% 5[t f%44 WTkqff WftlWk 
vfY 4if44 ?f 1 (fftfrr ^srr srflmk iff q? ?t>fl f% a $ 
*9T4 5WT srftreTfkff # f%fkf % htstt tk WT4f %' fwr 

S44T4T % 4P4f 44T4 Wk T44-U44 44 4414 *4f%T44 47 % 
444T 47% WTi 4^1741441 tI 4^T44T % f44hT4 4* I !^f>4 
gtWT 4fW74ft 4k ^ 44#l% f%%?T4 % srsffq 7rr4 4?, 

4^ f%%44 4T 74 444T 4^ TIFTT? f4%4R % W5l4 7^ I 

®ri-4'r% 44747 4, 44 Wlf iJT'ft 4, f447 qq 4% T4f 44 
fT7l4 if 4% ^T 4 lr {[, 74747 fV fq^T jjf qT’ft | I «7%t4 
fTWT wfkfnk % *4T4 74 fT9TT qkqrk 47 Tqf'q' 5% 4T4T 
(^, 4f7 ft 454 % 4^T-747J7 % 4(774 fff I 

%744T *ST4 ^ 44T Twq P74 74 4t4t 7f4^ qWf 
44 45 '<77 77 77kf 5t4T 4T%q f% 74 4 %74 7777T4 474- 

■ffrfrqf #' qfkr qfqrf % «f74 iff g7«n 4% 4T74T 4144 4r% i 

T4 74744 % f%q 4r447 4 447 44^47 4% 4r4r74qT 
fir%4 4T4% % kq 4TT4 ?J4«TT q^Tkkrqq vtT 471^77 574 
^4«4 TfT7^ % 4fJ4t4 f7 777ST4 qrrfaq 4Trq 7r% qrFf? I 

% 44 4T4 45% 4F44r jf f% 44 47 44 fq'qrkir 4% | 44% 

5T4f 4% 1J7STT 45f4 % 47k-4 7f44%4 ^747 I 447 | f% 4[4457 

kTikrk % 445 kf7 7ftn44t 4T4% 47 % 37 'r 5^4 ^[5444 4 

ft I qf% %%7 47R;47?4r 45f 71444 4 44T44T ft 4f %47 ^474 
$ fir %% 377 47447 44T4 I 4% J® 44 jq 1447 % 5T4>4R44) 
47474 44 5fT4i : 4 F7547 474 I 

9 . 1 . 7 . gTsrrcqqr 4474 447 47444 % 447^7 ft qq% f, 3rqk 
qqt qqftrq ®4f%4 F4144 44 % 477744 % 4% aqpqq 4447 S474 
I kft 44k | fir 5T4 g77fT7 457F4%17r44 Tt ft (JWT 7 


47 4IJ5 Wfir^TfF 44477 4747 | I 5® <J4 447 45 4T44T 174 
irqq % kr fqft f fir rm jjw 7 44rPrkr7'44 47574 srkkqq 
<f74 44% 574174 44 fqftqqf % 5(774 454447 7447477444 547 

557745 5fi75r7 47 57 c 4 | I 57fir 47445 Wkqrtf 57 47474 
47*777 47447 4 474745 ft 4547 %, Tf-'q 5477474574 

qFwrff 57 4Tk4 4F45 4%5745 f I 477574 % Fqq 577F4%«75 
57W 4774 fir T£I 4774 5747 | 444r ^7477f45 47T4> 5% 4^7 
5747 f, 444 %47 5T744r %7l fififit | f(7 447 W7 W4T7 
4T C 5 ft4 47 1447774 qFffRfTt 5*4 f4' : 47rF74f 4 5414 44% 
4rT?4 ft% 47% TFiqTTt 4 *J1T ft 4r4 f I 5tf 5747 447 57T4 IkFqq 
*447475 4ft ft 551(7 14tF5 55ff4%55, ’jlOT *474 % 5% fisjT 
57 f54T f I 4^ f4fi4 %4T f5 5tf fifiqi 547 W'T4lfi 37T%, 
457144 5rrfff5TfT47 47 ft ®75 F447 5r47 47fifi 5ft7 57574547 
4¥% 47 *JT4 TJTSTl 547f4%K7r44 TTtr 4474 47 4747 qrfjf, Wfi 
f5 4^7 PW 54 % 547 fi47 3774 ffi 54 54r5t 5747% % 4(7474 
qfir 5% *$55% ft*i ! 

*7% fqqrr % *574 57 W 5e 77F475RT4 % 5rff fit (57% 4F7- 

*7T5r 57% fit 5T474547 f; f44% 545t 4^77 % %t4 4f44t 
47 44 f%47 47% I 4^47 4J f F5 gTm fi 747 !TT% FqM? 
5TT4 fi(7 *4745 WjqT fi 448777 47 44 57% 4TFf% I ^477 4? f 
fir 444744 JrtF557f74f fit 5741444: *ft7 FlFq^ fitfif 5577 
fit 541fi %%7 47ff% I ?fr477 57% 4? ft4T qrffq f5 f%4F44 54 
% f4T7«T4 57fit7 57447 <iT74 4 47744 fi 4T44 ffifi 3R% 4T% 
^TWfi 7577 fi 4T> fi 414 747t4 457744 54F(J57f74t fit 447% 
qft 4? rftfif 57% 4^k4 5T % ffifi 377% fit 5T44 ft ¥rf fitf 
f¥7t45 5I%4Tf7 57%t Tf I 

q5 ffiiW f457fi»7 f4% fi 1f4 444 % 5f4r 4T^47 f5 *474 
^7W4 457 (%%W44 4 fil5 544 444 T7 47f45 S744T ®47ft 
fifk *ft 475T7 5% f, 3ffi5 547 F4F»lT E 4 f74%f fit 47577 fit 

fi 45% f, 44 45 m 44^ f5 7774% 4 4745'5 54 % 5447 444% 
fi 4*}5 % 4441 f 57% 47fit S74T %fi7 % f44 47 45 S4T4 %% fit 
57444557 | I fi)7 *4 fifilfiT 47 4 %47 ^ ^ 55747fi7 

45744% 5777 Ft 4T7 Ffi4T 3TT4T qrffq, 4i%5 474144 % 55F54 
44T54 5TTT fit 44 47 f%5T7 f547 4747 5Tffq I 

9.1.8. %% f%5K fi *4R 4^7 4prrf%%45 57 qrrfi 45 4*4- 
4474757, f%5 tffi 447(14 T7 57 ft47 57l%q 5474 44fi ffi 45 
45 5^44745 fit7 4*744 5F*754f fi «q fi 557 5% I 45 571145 
f fir *474 *J75T7 4tJTf4%7TT7r4 5% 4fit4 4 514T4 5f374 5747 
qrffq i 45 %% 57%5K f%4 % 575*7 f F5 4 *574 4fisrr 4^7- 
f4%5T44 fi 5ri757f7*ff fit %*77-ff75% 5447 %54 4t% fi 47% % 
fitf ftmfw 5fi i ffi7 *ft %fir F45rf7i4 % F5 45 %% ft% 
■arrfiq f%4% 4^4 4%*44T 5%7 T4%4 544q qr%- snfifiq 
ft 5fi I F5474 57 q% ®4fi547 ffP*T 414 f5% 57% qr, fitf 4% 
**rfi7T 4? 5T5T 57 45ir f ffi 445r 8474 45?4qfi 4T4fif fit 
5%7 ffi *5T47 377 4fi*7T 5%7 f444t q*7 F4f%44% fi 07%-®!% 4*4444% 
54TT 55*ftfit W F44% 55 ft 5457 5*774 4ft 7f*77 I 

9.1.9 %47 f5 *f% 4(J% 457*77 f ffi 5*77*ft 47wr fi kq 
4^ 7714745 f F5 457T54 fi 44% % (qq qqt 3q(%q4% % 
4757 fit *77447 %47 fit 5T4 I 74fi ¥74744 >4F45% 'fit 5frrF54 f 
37% 4 %5(4 %% 574% % 57% fi 4*7 f, 5f%7r 4774*7 fi ^54475% 
fi ft% 47 44% I7F45 ^rF4 5^% f I T4r%q 4t4-fi477 57% 
q5 ktT 4474 f547 377% k*7% «tF 45T 477 4457 *j;f%44%57 4^4%4 
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stp^t gr w"Yt to? gt«TT ftff? % FfF tf? ?ft tY ft? i 
TOi?? ? (wfryr toft g ft f?u fto sitt jjwt FfFTrftF? 

? ITT ?FT F*tYt FFTFftFT tott ^iffT ft to FF?TO 
% ftpr fro rjwr FftfF tY fart % ftffff: Ff?F totft ft? i 
fftft ^tofft fto? ftt ftfYdf fft ftto wfaTTftFf *tt 
tft ^wr FgTf??TTFF tY ??Y ftfff frottf tY tf tYfft 
tt?? ?' ftto fti arr? ft? “jtot ttYt t ft? ?' gf, f ?to 
fro pn Ff?f? tT totof tY tot, fFto to Ft TOtY ?stf 
? irnfYw ? fnF ftFT to? i *Pcm?Fr tY ??Y fttot ?tt 
tr ft?, fTO?srTOTT Ftt %rf?T TfY-rf gYFg pp t? ft gtwr 
fifty tt ftto to? t ? ? f1?y $r totf tf % TOftFTt 

ti 

9.2. H*1?YtY 

9. 2- 1 ?TTT fa ?0T FFT if, W if FF® TTFTTO F? 

? TO '<jf?TT (TOT tY $ I ?? TOPF ftn | ft TOT? TT F^F 
({Fit gY TO fatF?® TT TO TTfF *TT I TO FTF? ? F? tY TPT 
fST Tt TOJ fTFT TFT TT I FFTfF, tfFFT ??Y ? s Ff c F F?FR 
FftftqffFYT Tt ?T? gF, fTTFfY TF g>? % TTT“T F? % FIT-FTt 
TOT |Y? Ft ffY TOR ?FT FTOT I fFR?g TT FR % TOT TITF- 
FTftfT TOFT TOT ?T gY FT? g ft TOT FFT FT gt TTT3T | aRft 
TO TOT TT? TT Ttf f?TOF Fgf ftFT FTFT I TO FTTftFTFTtfT 
? ft? tf TOTOFrTT? tf 'rnFFFTFT | I 

TOFFF TO ? firroY tY t?Y ? f?®? j® F^YtYtY m tt 

HTTT TFT'ft Wtt THP® fTFT ^ FtT FTRYTrtY fTFF TT Y TT 
FFff F F$F fTfiTF % I STF' FF ^F FTF Ft FF *‘F nYY fin?fK 
FTsnTFTFT FfY (Y fT fFFPfY sfY^T % TTtF ^t«TT TFT FYFTFF 
FFft ^felff ^T ^FY FtFYt ftFfcT FTF'F ?> FTT?fY | I F? ^ITTT 
fTFT FFT | fT \iT TtFFT Wtrf if TYFFTTTFTY FTFT F FFtflF 

TFitlt ?F WFY ffY FFnTFTFTFf TY jfn Tt^ ^ ftTT? Ft f4f 
FTTt TTTFt % T^T FT FftTT t^TT YFTfFT fTF FTF I F^ P 
5(TF F Ftf FfT | ft FTTIt ¥F ^FTT Ft FYFtFT ^ fTFTt 
TtfY I FFTpT, 4 F^ fFTTfw TtFT FT^FT g fT fFFfFF TFFTf 
gfFftFF Tt^T t fF'J TjfY YfY FFF ft? FT?, Fg W?rf«T Tt®TftF 
gYFT ft TF YY TF WTt t FF FFf tY ftF?fY FTOTf Ttt t 
ft? 5® ?TfFTT FF«T fT? FT?, FY FgF gY ?F^<? f, ^F f|»F 
t ft?, ? Fg gJTTT j'FT ft F?ftTTTF ®Y? FFF T^TT, FRY 
F??T 5 0 ?FTFTF TT, F^TT ftlF t FTgt FgYTJ? YFTFf Tt 
tFTf?F ft? FT? I FTFFFF: TF TTTtf tY FTTF tY SITFTTT 
Fntrf t FTF FlFT^r? trt TF?FTtf tY OTFTFTFTF7 Tt 
^ftT TtF t ft? FFf'F FTYYT F F?F Tt? tTFTFTF, FrFTTT 
?FRff, ^?t3T, FTYtTT tfh FTF TT fFFtfr YFFlt Tt? t ?T 
trtwr W?F g? Jttt?? I Fgt, TT FfTTTY tt FTF: tF fF?F Tr^rtf 
? frotY FT' F iJTF?, TgT FMTTTFT t FFF ft^PTY FTFFF 
fFF ? FFF S? FT?Y ^ I 

? FFFF TT>(| ^ tt ^F FTlt FT T(F-F Ft? F F^F UF 
TJ? t r,rT TTTfF, fFFFT t'T gl? t TTtTtkT FFT FFF 1? FF?FF 
FlfF Wtt FFTTFF F FTt^Tr FT? FT% FTtTSrf T? SFTF F WF 
^Tfi ?Fg^FTtFTg ft Ftrf? FftltTF YTFFYFFFT tT ? FgF 
FfFT fat tY T? fF?FTTFT WTT T^F FgY TFT TT FTFT I 

FgTfFFTTTT T T3TF pFT F T 'I ^FTT FT ^ ft 'JtgT? TgW 
)fr TfYF? TO tr ?F^F FTTFT t FF^ffY tt ?Tf?FT YTIFTF?F?TtY F^' 
FFT? tY Ft I g FT ? I tFTpT T1F TT fFTTF f?FF flf?cF t FfFF 


2971 

Ff FCtF, gFTF?Yg Wtt FtFYtYg, ? TO FTTt t tT^FT 

?tf tY «TFtFT Ft ? i I Fg Fi®FYF If 'TOT tfY WT? tr, 
tY FFTF TF ? ?FJ°T ??Y 5FFFFT T? I fttfY ?Y TOTOT 
?, FTgT ?Tf?YT TOT FFTFt FTFTOT F^f FFTTT TTTFT, 
FFT FF FrTFT ? ?F FTgt fFTTFF t trf?TT FTOTF? TT F?tT 
gtFT Frf^? I 

TO FTF? ? tr TOT TTtTJT FTF? 3TTFT | Ff $ tf’F ftSTT 
TOT tY FgTFFT ? FF TT FFT FFT? F FTFF-FTF TT TOTF 
gTFT I Ff? F??«fY T?FTtY-^T« FF^F TF ? FFT g? *flt F?fifTF 
FFTF T^, Ft ? FFT FFT? ? Ft>F ^ I FtFJ argY T?- 

FTtY^TF FFt F g? Ftt F?ftF 3F?F FT? Ft ? ?F TT 
FFT TTFT? F f??fF TTFTF t|?, atflT ft TO FTO? ? gtfT 
^ I TO? *rf?T fF?FTF-FtFT FtfTT Fg ft ft FITF? t Fi?tF^? 
TOTFt FF TFT Fp FTFT t IJW FTTTfT FT? «?' FPJ? FTR t FFF 
TTTFt FT?, Ft ftTTft? ?FFTF?Ft FFT? FT? I TO FTK t 
?FF?F?Ft FTFTFT FTFTfY FTF[? ?F tt FftTOFT TTFFTFTt ftTT# 
t?F I TOY FTTt, FT “FT , ?YfY, TTF? F TOT? FT?1 FTF T? FTFT 
FFTFTt ftTT? TO? t ft?, FT^-FF-FTFT FF ?Y FFT? FT? TOfg? I 
? fFTTftTT TtFT g fT FF 5 TTJF ?? FTFTTO FFTTO ?Fy? 
TTFY ? FFT? FTF I 

*Y FTFFT g fT TO FFF ?F ? ?? FTF-FTFTF TT 

fFFf'F FI? g?FT I Ff? FF'J? TTF? F T^FT FTF-FTFTF TT3FYF 
FfFFrF FFT f?FT FT? FT ?*(tT FTF FTW f? FT??Y fFFt W- 
TFTF FtTTtY TOFT f??T t?!T t TOTTFtf t ft? TOTT f?FW 
TtFT TOTFFTFT ?F3 FT FTFT | I ?F TOTOI ? FTFTTfY FTF 
Tt? tr trf ?T=FYt FFtFT FgY ^ FFTYt, TO FTTt FT fFFf’F 
gt? FF, 5 ® ft??Y IJUT TJ? TtFT wYt 'FTfYfTF FPT-FTFTF TT 
WTFTF TtFT Ft®?tF g?FT I 

9 . 2- 5- WF ?, TOTF TT?1 tY tftt SFTF ?? tY FT FTTTFT 
| I Tgt TO FTF? ? FFTF ?FT ? 3 W?Yf F(? FFT JTOTFT 
t FTF TT? ftFT, Fgf UF? Trig F^T ft FTOt tY Tfemf t 
TTtF FFTF 3rftrTrYY F?t Ft TO FFF JY Ft? F F^F Ft 
fTO FFF Fg TO ? Fjt ? I FTtFftT fFT-tYd wYt FFF FFTF 
TO tY F^F F it F? t FFF TT TOt FT I TO ?fY t 
TY TftF ?, fTOl FFTt tY TfeFTf FTFT X?? t FfYF ifT- 
f?T ftFT TT FTFT | I FFTF TT? TO FfFT FTF Fl? ? TJT 
FTFT FT Ff? FT Ff?T FFTF FF T3ITF t F?Yf ftTOT gt? I 
TO: F fFTTftF TtFT g fT Wf?T tYrt t^TTF tY? FT?, fF?FF: 
FfY FFT ?FJ? TTF? t F?YF I FfF FFF gf, F? TJF 3T#T TJTF? 
? ? 5® TFT? tF? TOT TT F3F Tt FTT? ^ ?Yt *T?ftTF 
FTt-FTFTF F? tt ®FFTFT FFTF ?FT ?FS Fftf? 3TtT tY Fr?Y 
Frfgrr | 

FFTF T?XTFY TT f?F FFTF FFTtTT ? pftFF ftFT FTFT 
|, FF% FT? ? ?Y f?FTt TtFT FTFXFT ^ I ? FFSTTYfF FTtT 
^ F?t Fg FTfYFF ?Eg TTT tFTF ? p? tFIF Ft FT? ? FTF ? FlUT 
FtTO TtFT t 1 TO FFTtrY Tf fF?XTT ? FTFTF ftFT 
FTF1 U I ?Yt tFTT FttFF FTfF Tt? FFT TTFiJ T? FFF Tt? 
TT FFPT1 FFTF g? FT?Y ^ I ? fFFFftXT TtFT g fT. TO FWtTT 
t ftiYff tr tf Tt? tY ?, ^FtY 5 F: fYf tY tt? ?Yt 
FfF FFF gY, F? TO FWtTf TT ?XT ? gY fFFW Tt? tY 
3FFTOT tY FTF I YF FTF Ft FT ftFPC ftFT FT? fT TFT gft 
t|FtT T? FFTF ? FTFT FT FTFT | I 


THE QAZETT E OF IND I A : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA10, 1895 



2972 


W wv qqqrr'q, aral fpt Tanr (foTOr-qqn;), vt TO- 
TO JTTPTT 3 fRT TOftf! TO Tqqq qqtq TOTO qqrTT TOT 
TOftTr | TO Wafa qmJr % qqrq fqqfV inTO Jr qf q rqqqq 
•Ft TO Fflqr TO q# ftt% ffTO TOTH - 3 TT'T# <FR JT qrq TOq TOT- 
rnffTre? £ TO Jr it Jr t?,tt qrr tiTO *r i TO vfr tw <«i qq 
fftTO TO Jr qrrS TrfeTT^ qftl ft 1 TO rjqqr srn^r ft fr 
TOTO ma TTOqH TOr, tJTRTT EFT 'HT^ftTTT TTTTO 40 4?% 

ftr TOqrr fTO orr tot ft TO TO tm qtq ftr, rrr 
MrrnfTO TfraTT tt; sift tot t arqrcq TOr Jr qfif TOTO 
TO fttft =^Tfsr5r i 

9 2 fi TO -jfr TOa fTO^nr qrTO J ?? tt TOr % to 
if TOqq Tjffa’JT; •fRtftJt qft jTOr TT Vlf TOr TO^fl HT TO 
ft, fTO fTOTTf TOT ftr TOFT TO TOT I I 9 4 TO TIM 4 TO 
TTOT % fTOrfr WH 5TO TOtt; ^TTOfr I FT T-HTTO TO TO 

Jr farom TO frorr qqT i rr to% Jr TO fro ft for 
to to fTOirw ttwtTO tot-tow ft: tftotft qq to rfwfTOT'T' 
m i TO . fftTOqq q fTO TO ftr ititt jTOrr qftr ft i 

rr«nfr qfft thtot frrarrq qft qfe Jr tot to, ?fT wfr qr»rt 
fTO TO pr 5 tto ft; fTOrTOr Jr qq£ TOto fTOr TO TOr i 
TO rg^TO fTO qqr ft fa ?TT*FT RW THTO qlT ft fa RtTOTOt- 
htt Jr tTOtt ttwt Jr TO TOT ^totst qftr ft i TO qqfar ^rrorr 
Jr TONlfTO TO °qqw qTO % qua qr fTOR srjft fTOr ft 
TOr rTOTO Jr qnWTfrqt qq TOTO qqqT Jr TO *mT qTO 
tr i»T^ Jr T'rf tpt JrJr JT > T'T*t ;Tff s i TT'nfq Jr to to 
tortT rrrsr-TTTTRT tt, Wt ^t Jr "fliroTcr tot't if, sfafr tt 
* r to-to faftoTO 'FTO "Fr ^rrarsFprdr ’A ^rtT ero from : nT?i t n' 
j tt^r trrr ’wJr <fT f Jf?f st ^Tir §■ fr wfspr ^ff tot 
« rJr %3fr Jr ?T^gr?r to fto »t !jfe # ^roror 
ipr TrfEmftrrr TrfJrrr ?'rJr to?T t? 'ftw fTO^ar^r tot ^ tovtott 
* fk »ft sr? »rf (f i Jm ji? griR t frr thtfr to^t qr; 
frfTO qrJ; ?fk ^tfr Ttr^sfi- toTw tsttt to tot tot faqnfT 

fqfrwTT tr totot qnfqrftJTr w w^nn i 

tto qfr w^rfr 

tfir itt jtpt% Jr tttot fro $ ft? ^ tott % tot 
% tror jfi sttt to froiTOfr, 1955 % fw 22 % 

'tTffpT, t tniiT ^?tt f fqr qrTO tt jtr ^ qr# <fT ^fropr 

(TOTO tJ*' qTtqrfr q/T ^frTJ 7 TTqH 7 I % qTOJ Jr q^[TT fqi^T 
oit^ i w tto qr f"nq *<'■> qifTf-r'F sqqqri atoth «qr aqi’jffqr'TO 
Tr^rPT^TtTq'q ttt ^wrr sttt fqrqT to’^it i 

10 . tTWKforT 

io.i frqri irrm tot Jr >jq ^ TOTq?^ ^ ^itT *iq;*m, 

TO JJt TfkFT Jt 7V ?r?Tqfn qJf, qr^ifTO w^m rrre «r^- 
^tfttt i TO^t qf qfrfwTTTft t fqr tit 5 ® qfeq g*rr ^ \??r 
jpr TO^TOffi qrr q^rt ttTO q.T fTOs ^ff.q 

T^T ^>T |F-TCTT % qp; q 3 |TOTO ifr TOST Jr TTTOpr TO«F 
TOft *fT f^irrof fTOro ttt i ?q TO ^ TOT nTOrff w«tt 
qq ftTOfT ttoTO q JTtT Ergo qrrraqr •rt ^ TO t itto qq 
fqfirTTq TO Jr totTO qwfl TOfqfTOr fTO to stft JttpttTO 
q^r^TT i % qqfifrrf qq irqW^ '4r mqrfr ^ TOfqr TO 1 ^ tot 
•ft ^qiqT Jr TjfqFi ttttT qfrf^qfqq'T Jr ttJ stit 'qfqrifr TOr^fq 
•FTfT FT qTTT; 7 J 3 TqT TTl f'Fqt FI ^fisa Jr q <,i q^JT *fr I 


[Part II— 

10 . 1.2 TTOpr toTO Tqrf'TTT TO q*TT WTOrfl TO 
TO JT TO wrr TO ^ftTO nqTq TO % TO q TOm TOfit 
nrq stto TO qfqpr, aqqK ttftst <ft q*rr TreTO qr mTOr 
jr i Jf TF^rq TOftt fTOrr fTOr qq »fr ot TO «?itttt % TO 
wtTOT g qfr : 3 ^- ^q qqqre qqT fTOfr Jr TOr ftpit 
qqqfqq TO Jr ^r i 

lo, i 3 TOTq^rqq ’fnjnTO TO ; ttqinq % qqqTOf 
•FT qfq "FTJr TTTT TO 4q TFT TO^TTO % qqqr qq qTTHTq 

TOr % TO: JT qn^ TOr i TOr^r >yrq sft vPr fTO^pq 
TOr TO TO qr qkrq qro ft qrf s'vq'r %r TO JT ttttt 
fqTOr to ^niro tT ftqT i 

io. i <i TOr TOr q^TTrir-rr % ftoi Jr qqTqTOifqTOmq 
vrq qwT fiqr fq^ror Jr TOr qyq Tifq 7>qqT %" i qrqq 
xq qqqr qfr qqqmr q?r TO qroT to% sqqt qq to ^q % \ 
TO vfr, TO $q Jr TOf^ tot TO TO TO tito qr qtq TOt^ 
TOq fqqTTTOTTOTO ^r tthtt qq fTO, to% TO JJ qTOr wtot 
qror qiqm ^ i 

14. l.s qq *r, f» qj? qr?q gq TTOrqr q.r tpjqq tost £ 
fqr qrfq Jr tojth qqT q^rf, ^Jr sw^a, qi4qqrr TO Tfqfaq 
^fTOft TO tTOft Jr?rqq rtto TOTOt, tout fpqj ftts- 
qirqrq TOtTObr, q TO TOr Jr 7 7 t TOttot aqrq TOr i 
qq rfr q^ | fq; qft ^ qq rrupa Jr q^qpqqr w q wttJt 
rfr qf iriq TOT »qTO TO qr'rf FrTOrpr qrq qgqrq TOr qjq 
TO qqq tot ^TOr q^fr i 

jTTqrerq 

qf ftTO, WTroTO qq, 

TOtqr 4 qf, 19 73 TO STTOTO 

irq ?q frqri ^ TO qt q*fr qJfqTOr, fqTOf tt«tt tqqq- 
ftm ^ 'jJfqqr qfqq % i qq ftTO gq Jr jrr qTOi qr 7 % qqrr 

vT qf ft i 

\o qqTO Jr^qr 
4-5-7 3 
% o FTfror qrf q 
4-5-7 3 

{To ^fo ifto fq?T 
4- 5-7 3 

50 qqo qfo qqr% 
4-5-73 

1 

1. Jjsq Tfqmq TO qq q^q yrar tfTOr qaeqT % fqq fqq 
gq qqr, qfq qir^ $T, qroq^fr ft ? 

1.1 Tq qTO wqfa qar »fr fTO % qlxiq r^a qnrt q.q 
TOit qqT ? 

1 . 2 Trq TO qqqq fafTOr q?r Jr, qqr ?q 
wTO 1 qq vTOta ftq qq ttott TOnq qrr qwr ft qri fq TOqq- 
qq qq tjtot ftrr qrft ^ 

1 . 3 qqT qqTqq % fqq q-Tj qf^q ftqrfjqq ^rqr qr rrqq 
ft, TO, TO Y?q qqm TOt qrq vfr qr ?l , ^.r 

fr% ? TO ?rf, rfr qm qfi^ JrTfr ^qroqT TO TO TO ? 
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2 . wr fftr % gmq *pt TOf trt qgnq £ fTOrir 
fTOTOgq ? 

3. jt 5 ^r % wr TOw TOR TO to £ ttP vt ttr% 
if tf*n*w. Jnp - «FTTO WT if ? 

4. 3ft ITOTOr JWT gjftr RPR sfft l(Tt% jm fafa?T 
RTR tec $TT rjqrgrq TO TOTO if tTOt $TT, qqT fqiqTOq % 

TOp TOTOVf TO fTOrffTO tort TOrg ft 7 

5 fawr qwrTOt wTTOft TOt tjwi i^TOt TO *wft to tot 

tTOto qg ? 

g tott qgTO TO «fTO ^tt jto gqfqr g° 3 TOT TO, wfro 
*r TO* % sTOTOTO TO srtt fTOr gpr if qfsrqr to * fair to? 
fTOrr tot «rr 7 

s 1 *q toTOt if aqfTOTO TO TOf gp tot to ? 

b . 2 TO far TOrr qTJf TOT TTT t^t TO TO yrft qiTO if TO. 
TOirTO % TOjrr TO TOir *r tptt TOt »TOt w gr ? 

fi. 3 TO TfrfFlfTOf if grWT TO gM»TO TOTT % fiR 
TOg ir 'jgfqrg gft TO^ TO fTOi tot «f ? TOTOr aTO fafow 
pttTO tt TOt TO toto ttt tor *r f*R tot tototTO 
TO ir£ TO tot to stTOto % Pr qqfar qrar if qTOwf gift* 
*gf TO *r 7 TOTO TOTOrr ft TOTO TO % gqrq pt aw qT 
W* TOf 'TOTT rrqrgr tot wTO rjfTO fTOrr toi ? 

7 TO TO gar jg: wtt*vt fTOrr qqT m ? qft qqf TO fTOTO- 
jq % gwTfr gre fr srncTq foqT qqT gr TO TO jq. qnwr «rrq % 
tot qqq qfTOnq q 7 

7 1 fTOrq wq q# TO tot grTO gr tnTO fagr ? qqT 
!pq qicqTOr qTOr TO gqwfg TO tor to qTO TO fftrg fTOrT 
qro *n ? fTOTO q* TO jq- Ttpq*T qTO tot tTOtt TOr to 7 

8. ftrTO TOr if TOrg TO tot pr if, fror f q ir g$ totot 
qqT to, rtTO «ft fTOfg fwr to ? tto to TOffr- 
qff ^TOrr to qrrqqf fTOrr qro to ? qfqgt, tot t q^qg jtt 
« f ? qfqqr tototiTO TOq qr 7 wt # TO ™s TOfffqqffqfq- 
toTO qqfrqq to ? %q to 4 qr TOnq qq «TOfqqf if fTOf qfq 
TO ^tsttor totototT TO qf TO 1 

9 tfgo 2 qqq ir qqq qqir qTO qq tot fTOrTO % fqpr- 
frqf TO, fqqjfq totTO rrf TO TO, tot fqfiq^q ti 4 qrqr qqr 
to ? qqqq qw qrTOwq'T qr Tqq to f«rqq toTOt fcqr to 7 

dfqqqj 11 

ft tjftqq vm<q qro tTOtt totto fTOfqtr 
fqqtqffTK fTOTqr TOffrqTO 


ijqq qfftTO qTOrr * qr to* TO pwn * ttoTO to TO 

(ftfqqg 134 *; TOlft) 

qaiqftqT 1 (t) qw TOfqTO TOrrqq% tot ?t qrq TO 
tbit if qwr qF^qr qqrqq q^TOqq'r % q^q tw* qwrq ^rq 
*qr 1 
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(w) gg q^ tt ^rfroff fcrfw TO ^q wttot % if 
qqq Trrqf TOr qqTO qftfiqfqqf TO qqT* fq tjtr TrFttTifqq 
TOfqr 1 

?fFqtTf FTtfTO ; 2 (qr) g;qfq: sq it ttRt^Ftot fTOf qiq qr 
trrfrrff ftrFrir ?q qqrgq % qr* if fqrqfqf%qr TO q^qg grorr 
'WqT : — 

(i) totTOt TO qr fqs qrsq % qmft ttr TOTO rFw to 
^qFgrq'f TO (TO qeqqr WTr-aronq, qqTqqr qqraqr, 
TOqqqq TOt wfq *r gfq qqfrqq qrfTOTO ttotoTO-TO) 

*r qTOqr qqrq TO grro rjqqT fqqqrqqT 1 

(ii) qjqjg TOr (qr qqTO gqqfTOfq if wr TO qqq qq 

ttF^tt tFtr TfRtrRfTq* TO) TOq qTOfqqq TO 1 

(rr) jrrfTOf fqfq;q TO KTOqT qr qTOr qq q^ tr 
aqfgq % fgtr fqfqqq 133(2) % tttoTOt tTO q^ ^frqqri ir 
5 * Tort 1 

w;ttit 3 (qr) ?TOfqg< qit tt^tTO TO TOttt TO fqrTO 
jj_ 5 q RRqqq qrqqrii if r fqqrjqq wtwr ir 270 TOrr ir 
qfqq ^ff qt ffw TO wTO *r qf* * mfr gqqrTO * PwqsrRT 

TO qr?qrq TO rttr TOTOt i 

(rj) r g;fq *r TOq qqftw qTO agfTOTO TO qqrfqqTO if 
fqqriqq rm WTTfrqq qr^qr* TOr fqqrqqjr qrrTOw it qq fr tr 
270 TO^q TOr gTO qr (TOqrq tth ^ktipt TO?? fqqrqqq 
qrr 4 wt * 270 TOsr ir qrq ^ qq fy) ^qg- ^ fg-R Ri^qn 

w?q fta • 4. qft qqrqq TO qr? ?TO % qrr nqr gt % 
TTrTTR'TT 'jq qrg; qrt ftqr Ttrqr ?: TOr qg ifgtqqqqr w<i ir 
qrTO qrqqr % qr TTjTOqr: ?rfqrTO fqfqqr ^wTO gqqT trTO gTsrfrqq 
jqpqnr TO qqrfq; 2(qr) * fqqffqq ,TOffr qr r^ttt 

qcTrrq *qr 1 =qfff qrqTOq qr trt q*stq »qfgr fqfqqrr 1 1 3 
if FtTOiTOt qfTOr * qjTT % qTO qrrTOqTO TO arfm TOqr/TOif 
TOt qfq t wqqqfq tt ^rfqqrrqqr qgf ir qqq tt*tt gqmrqqr 
fiqfg if qro, ^13* TO aqfTOg’T TO w ^grTO ir, ^ ^ 

^qrqr qqr *tt, ttt* qr* qrTOrqq’r TO TOt r* TO ttistt TO gr 
qqTOf 1 1 

TO 5 TO a '5 (g) qft wrg qTO q-r ?f gr* qr gqq *■ 
qqr q* % qv-rq tftt jq. qrg q^ ttt fTOrr gRT q’t TOg %-qrTO 
*r qrr^rqjff * rnff sqfTOqr TO qqrq qgr fgqr gRqT 1 

fTO: TO, rrqfgq fqr qqtTO qqqf * gq TOaqqfrqt TOr 
RfTOqr, qFqqrq TOt TrfTOrrqTOq jtttir r^TO qqq'f if fgTOfgg 
qiT qftqrTO TOt rNTO TO aqR sir (r ggTO TRqfTqf* ir 
rjrq % qfTO® wFagrtraf srrr) qfq % TOV TO qqqfq TO 
gr qqrTO ft qfq q;t r;q gt* * qgiss q fqr g wig, gqT qq 
«gFTwqt TO qrTq qrTqr | qr g^T ir q^'TO qgTTr £, qqrgqr 
qr t;q gtg % TOnq qgfcg vg if ggifgg f, TOt q^ ?q TmqqR 
fgfqpr qq ir wftw TOtt % 1 

(qr) qft qgrgq TO gqfr gfr t,TO % qqr TO ir qfeqgqq 
qr grg >jg, grg fqrqr qqr p, g'r grg % qTO qrTOggT gr fqgfr 
Tr'm*g gr sqq qsrq RFqr/RfTOrr gra fafqqq 1 u ir fgTOfrq 
TOf*r ir gr? TO grqqf 1 qrrg *r ijgrfig wgr-TO gr?g qgrsrqr 
STTi (qr gqq* ’RqfTOfg g ttr qr gfRj TOagglTOi tfj) 


THE GAZETTE OF 1NDTA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 



2974 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 


%nr s q_ fnfrt in c ^r fas sr far ufas fa sstro ssfasssT nr 
it rot sr tct | far fa »rvfr rfaurs rorsuffar fas ittfa- 

STOP iftf if ipr I far S^fas ffatfa it | I RS S 3 >J 3 : UT 7 RT 

sror % fr^r ttjtI Ttfau fafars 1 3 3 ( % rfafa sut sf farm 

if fau 3 Tijir I STOTT "T fafaTT if ffastT Ufa TOST RTS 

totst % Rfa r rts to tos tr farrm if wt ststr 
rsttt r ■js: wt fasT far nss srit st sfafaft % faff 
fa fatsT i 

W R gSTflT : 6 - (t) TSijfa WTOffa 4 sftT 5 (u) % 

sals fsftRs rfar stut stot Rfar fsTt'ft's % str-RS fir 
fafSTO 11-1(3) % TORTS Wt 'IS jffaR it SfRTT f'SU Stm I 

(' 3 ') 44 H 7 !' ufa T'f’iTT % 4 r- J l I R 3 T 3 RS-TSIT RTlOviV'f 

% if faro s srs ufa/faffars 130(2)% sfa % w^T'ffr fasrs 
httt r ffas sfa isiWT srfast i 

mfafa fa HPT run : ts wr fart fa sr nftr "f;s toto uts 
% nnfan, ^rfafr tst uk fai % ssfr ttIt jrarnnr it ?nrr 

fa RSOt I RJU stfar JRTOR % RT St TR ST Ufa STtfa- 

Ttfarf sk usfss Rffasi fa sr«fa sto it ts% Rifat if 

tJTfffaS TTti R RffatrT STfSTS STO 33 T fit SPIT I 
tpjssj III 

■Jits »nrrct ss jin srftfwrr nsfa! fa »rfa 

an a Wsr fa far it : 

1. fa % 0 ttito srtot, ts to uss ffafsro far ikfe 
TOsrR %k faitjr faffarffat 

2. fa %o sro uror, sro stott 

3. 4ft rto fao ufaft, ant ^ 4 stfirtTT faus/fafaT 

4. fa wt° ’sfr^o ust, arfafa faikur 1 

'JR STR SufsTOTRl %t utt'! P : 

1 . *ff itjt -3 fto 'f'i'fr, ’ats gwt fakir ( 3 ftfr ) 

2. >cfr tr^ro%o its, ^Tfa%«rr (fatja) 

3 . p ft ft 0 pit 0 7 r, 34 fakir 1 

RTOtfR iRIJt : 

1. Sfo tto %o itfa 7 ^5TTfar ^ 

2. sr^ sto 7 J T^ surfat, t?rrfar y fusts uRtfaR 

3 . ‘sflOTo nftRT«R. asTfar J fus, USSR 1 

■i. s -rf nfr° fao rr^ft, ftsmr sftfasc, ffann: rtfasfr 

5. p ftirtTo n;so |'T?, tr^isr fiftfasr, faas/s tfar, nffa^: 
rtf'Tsfr 1 

nrfafa ntsfa UR ufanifs, faRrr v\x rfa wm rn jit wtT r : 

kr so %o UR ; fasitfa, srrji- rtfasfr 
wroffa ur ufirc far %t wIt it : 

«Tt itRo fto fas, U 3 <T fasTTS I 

HfR4'J 1 V 

ss RFfifat rt ^fat 

rstr srs rots 

1 2 3 

1. stocks faR^fafat 

2. rrfas fast nuRB 


t 2 

3 

3 . krntfasT 

TTPTT^r 

4 . RTR jfts Ijfsr 

sr srrfat 

s. sRrfr^RRt 

^»fTrTi 

6- So %o sts-T 

nrfarfaiJT 

7. STTPtraf if faff 

srfar faiR swtTT 

8- ST'RS 

So/Jfto STJT 

a. 'TlffaTfa fast 

sstw 

10 . srtr srr 

sfam 

11. Ro %o upsift 

TTIS-tfa'' 

1 2. fatR STS wt 

yrr^T 

13. URST fRsfat 


14. fiotfaff 

SSS" farSTT 

1 5. HP t TTT^^f 

far farsfr 

1 G. tfUTT 

St SOT TTT^T 

17. TTTrfffat 7 fasfat 

SffTST fs^s UTTSS 

IS- TWRRUtaft 

TifaSi t%ET ST4STT 

1 9. 5ffa 

filRTT 

20. SHORT fa/ 

nfaw 

2 1. UTtRRfas; 

SStTB 

22- Sr^T *4 R 1 ft 

sfaw 

23 . fantrtfas 

ssrs; 

24 . trfarriftir 

nsfR 

2 8. SfRSttk’ 

STfar %tt:^'s 

2 6- StST Wl 

nfftrr %tt4s 

27 . tundrus 

sets STt^T 

2 8. TR USSR 

fksr TTStjr 

2 9. TTR TTTTtTT 

fosT far^f 

30- no fto fa^TIT 

uss far, nr 

31 . tto ffo rrc 

HSTS dfa^s 

32 . uRjnRifr 

ftITST; faRft 

33. SpTSUS SSSfat 

STSTR TTTJT 

3 1. nftfaiti 

famrr 

3 5. UnUTU 

fairs faT3"T 

3 6. ifarr'T Stuff 


3 7. Hfdts UTTTfa 

tfatffi 

38. ftt Jf^TT 

%s Ufa'B 

39. TrrckfSRT 

TEtS'l sfarfTS 

40- itqr tts TrrflT< 

STSTS 

41. UIRTTRU fawrtsr 

fairs tfa%fas 

42. t£*To Ttfr^T 

fkfat faRft 

43. 'Jffar STTTR 

fajtTI-fPffat 

4 4. fat STURT fait 

sfas; 

45. TTfwSTTSTTf 

fRTS TRifST < 

46. STTfaf 

f^rnjrTT 

4 7. StTTRJ 

ssr-K 

48. fao fto fasHTST 

SRS 'TTJrS 


WSJRJ V 


SPRTHfa ORd 

(r) R’f swr 1 

srfar TtSSR -\> ‘ f, 

(u) ’4'WTfwr 2 

fur sfS'it Tsfar wrinr 

(s) JTRtfaWT 3 

18-3-73 %t =rfa n faros 1 
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(T) StrtffmT 4 Kft XITToTlo faff PmT'<, "TT 

fift-tst i 

(*) !FFffjmT5 (ffifer) 

(t) tretf fot r lirstmT) 

(®) SPFTffeT 7 TWIT #PT TFFTT 25 tfew HT$T 

^r°rrsr 0 .- feri i 

( 7T ) TTri TF3TT 8 FT? ffilT j 4T fer T I 

(in) tFTTi E5TT F 1 "J stoafto FToUTTo % TFT 7TTT T7TFT 

TP3TT t 2 )■ iffi HY-T ^ ^PT 3ft TJJ'T fef iffi I 

FWTT 3 J 

(®T) (TTTT TWTT *?T tfTF FTt'T TffT fetT WTT tfe S[ o Tfr o 

tHTon^o ^ 'TFT TT»tt TFFTT TTT I 
{z) w Trerr t ferr stT-^jvr fen tti (tftr^toTflo 

TTifoiFTo % TFT 3FTT 4HFF FTT I 

( I ) SPOT fi'WT 1 Fr c *T-T^5T M iFt op-go 

r>5* % TFT 3TH r <PT!^ I 

[To qT-i 10 3 / 5/7 3 'TFT spf[ 
ifo ST IT 3 TTT, XTTT Fife 

New Delhi, the 16th August, 1973 

S.O. 2502.— In pursuance of section 27 of the Mines Act, 
1952 (35 of 1952) the Central Government hereby publishes 
the report submitted to it under sub-section (4) of section 
24 of the said Act by the Court of Inquiry appointed under 
that section by the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation No. N. 11015/ 
1/73-M. 1 dated the 24th March, 1973 to hold an inquiry 
into the causes of, and circumstances attending, the accident 
which occurred on the 18th March, 1973 in the Noonodih- 
Jitpur Colliery (District Dhanbad in the State of Bihar). 


on one of these days. Further detailed inspections over a 
longer period was carried out by one of the assessors, 
Shri Tavvadey. As a result of these inspections by the as- 
sessors they decided to request the Central Mining Research 
Station, Dhanbad, to carry out certain investigations. 
These investigations were carried out by Dr. A. K. Ghosh, 
Dr. T. S, Bajpai and Shri S, Ramanathan of the Central 
Mining Research Station, Dhanbad. 

1.2.2. On the 27th March, 1973, before leaving Dhanbad 
T decided in consultation with the assessors present to accept 
the offer of the President, Central Coal Mines Rescue 
Stations Committee, Dhansar to use his office for holding 
the enquiry, and I directed that an Office of the Enquiry 
Committee should immediately be started in this building. 
It was also decided that notices should be placed with the 
local press as well as with the important newspapers in 
Calcutta and Patna, and that a notice should be promi- 
nently displayed at the colliery office, Jitpur, calling upon 
interested parties to file their written statements between the 
3rd and the 10th April, 1973. The notice so prepared also 
intimated the interested parties that the hearings of the 
Court of Enquiry would start in the Office of the President, 
Central Coal Mines Rescue Stations Committee, Dhansar, 
from the afternoon of Monday, the 16th April, 1973 and 
that examination of witnesses would commence from the 
next day. Parties were requested to be present at the Court 
at 3.00 p.m. on the 16th April 1973 and to be ready with 
their witnesses for examination from the morning of Tues- 
day, the 17th April, 1973. 

1.2.3. Shri M. B. Tawadey, assessor, was good enough 
to agree to supervise the oflice arrangements and to ensure 
that the notices were duly inserted in the newspapers as 
directed and also displayed in the colliery office. 

1.2.4. T 11 response to this notice the Directorate-General 
of Mines Safety filed a report of their enquiry alongwith 
copies of the statements made by the witnesses examined by 
them. Written statements were also filed : — 

(l) on behalf of the management of Noonodih-Jilpur 
Colliery ; 


“Report on the causes of, and circumstances attending, 
the explosion which occurred at Noonodih-Jitpur 
Colliery on the 18th March, 1973”. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. Government of Tndia in Notification dated the 24th 
March, 1973, published' in the Gazette of Tndia (Extra-ordi- 
nary), appointed me to hold a formal enquiry into the 
causes and circumstances attending the accident which occur- 
red in the Noonodih-Jitpur Colliery (District Dhanbad in 
the State of Bihar) on the 18lh March, 1973. The follow- 
ing persons were appointed to act as assessors in holding 
Ihe enquiry: 


(2) on behalf of the Indian National Mine Workers' 

Federation and Colliery Mazdoor Sabhu (INTUC); 

(3) on behalf of the Indian Mine Workers’ Federation 

and the United Coal Workers’ Union (ATTUC) ; 

(4) by Indian National Mine Overmen, Sirdars and 

Shotfirers’ Association (INMOSSA); and 

(5) by Shri R. K. Choudhry, who was acting Manager 

on the day of the accident and has been placed 
under suspension by the management. 

A statement filed by the Colliery Mazdoor Snbha of 
India (CITU) dated the 8th April 1973, was received by post 
on the 17th April, 1973. 


1. Shri Kanti Mehta, 

General Secretary, 

Indian National Mine Workers’ Federation, 

Calcutta. 

2. Shri Ealit Burman, 

Secretary, 

Indian Mine Workers' Federation, 

Dhanbad. 

3. Prof. G. B. Misra, 

Indian Institute of Technology, 

Kharagpur. 

and 

4. Shri M. B. Tawadey, 

Chief Engineer (Electrical & Mechanical), 

National Coal Development Corporation Ltd., 

Ranchi. 

1.2.1. On the 27th March, 1973, I inspected the mine ac- 
companied by the assessors Shri Kanti Mehta, Shri Lalit 
Burman and Shri M, B. Tawadey. Prof. G. B. Misra could 
not be present on this date, He, however, visited (he mine 
on three subsequent days, namely, the 30th und 31st Marth 
and the 1st April accompanied by Shri Tawadey, assessor. 
Shri Lalit Burman, assessor, also accompanied the party 


1.3.1. The Court started its hearing in public at 3.00 p.m. 
on Monday, the 16(h April 1973. At the first sitting 
of the Court, it was decided that the Directorate-General 
of Mines Safety (DGMS), Indian Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. 
(IISCO) Management, the Indian National Mine Workers’ 
Federation, the Indian Mine Workers’ Federation, the 
Indian National Mine Overmen, Sirdars, and Shotfirers’ 
Association (INMOSSA) and Shri R, K. Choudhury would 
be recognised as parties to the enquiry and allowed faci- 
lities as such to examine witnesses and otherwise take part 
in the proceedings. 

1.2.3. No one appeared on behalf of the Colliery Maz- 
door Subha of India (CITU). 

1.3.3. Shri Pritish Chanda filed an application on behalf 
of the United Trade Union Congress asking for permission 
to file a written statement in the Court though they had 
failed to do so within the due date. Shri Chanda made 
this request on the ground that his Union has not been 
able, for unavoidable reasons, to file their statement within 
the 10th April, 1973 as prescribed in the notice. It was deci- 
ded that the party having failed to file the written statement 
within the due date and having even failed to ask for an extension 
of time within the prescribed period could not be allowed 
at this stage to file a written statement, specially as no 
valid reason had been put forward for the lapse. The appli- 
cation was accordingly rejected. 
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1.4.1. The issues for decision were thereafter considered 
and a draft questionnaire with nine questions framed to 
cover all the issues under consideration. The questionnaire 
was circulated to the parties and their comments invited at 
the next sitting of the Court. 

1.4.2. As no objection to the draft questionnaire was 
received on the 17th April ’73, it was deemed acceptable 
to all the parties. A copy of the questionnaire is given in 
Anncxure-1. 

1.4.3. Shri Kalyan Roy on behalf of the Indian Mine 
Workers’ Federation stated that the Court should take into 
account the general standards of safety in the mines and 
other problems of a general nature in order to ensure that 
such accidents did not recur in future. He was informed 
that if he had any specific question to add to the draft 
questionnaire circulated he might please formulate them and 
submit the additional questions in writing to the Court. 
Shri Roy agreed to do so on the 18th April 1973 submitted 
certain additional questions for consideration. 1 considered 
these questions and T pointed out that the Court had been 
appointed under Section 24 of the Mines Act, 1952, to 
enquire into the causes and circumstances attending the 
accident at the Jitpur Colliery. While the terms of enquiry 
of the Court need not be conslnied rigidly, the Court could 
enquire only into such matter which had a bearing to this 
accident. To the extent the questions framed by Shri Roy 
were related to this accident they should certainly be taken 
into account. It would be open to the parties to frame their 
questions to the witnesses and to base their arguments on 
these additional questions, if they so desired provided the 
questions had some bearing on the accident under enquiry. 

1.5.1. The Court held one sitting on each of the following 
days, namely, the 17th, 18th and 20th April '73. On the 19th 
April the Court held two sittings. During these five sittings all 
the witnesses produced by the parties (vide Annexure-2) 
were examined. In addition, the following were examined as 
Court witnesses : 

1. Dr. A. K. Ghosh ; 

2. Dr. T. S. Bajpai ; 

3. Shri S. Ramanathan, Scientists, Central Mining Re- 

search Station, Dhanbad ; 

4. Shri S. N. Kundu, Assistant Engineer, IISCO ; and 

5. Shri O P. Ohri, Assistant Manager, IISCO, 

1.5.2. Examinations of (be witnesses were concluded on 
the 20th April ’73 when the arguments commenced. The 
arguments continued on the 21st April, All the parties 
were allowed to argue their respective cases, and all parties 
were allowed to reply to any fresh points raised by a party 
arguing their cases subsequently. 

1.5.3. With the conclusion of the arguments on the 21st 
April, the public sittings of the Court were declared dosed. 

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE COLLIERY 

2.1. General 

Noonodih-litpur Colliery is situated near the southern 
fringe of the Jharia Coalfields, close to the river Damodar 
and Is about 15 kms by road from Dhanbad. 

2.2. Geological features 

2.2,1. The property contains the complete sequence of 
seams of the Barakar stage of the Damodar scries as gene- 
rally found in the Iharia Coalfields from 18 seam down- 
wards. 18 seam outcrops within the lease-hold area and 
other seams from 17 seam below lie at varying depths. 


The following table shows the sectional details : 


SI. No. 

Number of 

Thickness 

Parting 


scam 

(in metres) 

(in metres) 

1 

18 

3 



- 

— 

57 

2 

17 

2.4 to 3 



— 

— 

95 

3 

16A 

2.4 

. , 


— - 

— 

32 

4 

16 

4.5 




- 

— 

67 

5 

15A 

1.5 

. 


— 

— 

98 

6 

14 

9 



— 

- 

75 

7 

12 

7.8 




2.2.2. The seams in this area have a gradient of 1 in 6.5 
to 1 in 7, the dip being towards South 60 degree West, 

2.3. Mining 

2.3.1. 18 and 17 seams were fully developed long ago 
by the Bord-nnd-Pillar method. These have been depillar- 
ed in all areas free from surface features. 

2.3.2. Currently, 16A, 16 and 14 seams are being worked. 
16A seam which is 2.4 metres thick has 'bcen developed fully 
in pillars. A major portion has already been depillared, 
At present longwall extraction of pillars in conjunction with 
stowing is in progress in one panel and in another, conven- 
tional depillaring with stowing is going on. 

2.3.3. The average output of the 16A seam is 300 tonnes/ 
day, 

2.3.4. 16 seam is 4 to 4.5 m thick and has also been 
developed in pillars. About half the area has already been 
depillared. At present pillars are being extracted in con- 
junction with stowing in two panels, one by conventional 
method and the other by longwall method. 

2.3.5. The average daily output from this seam is 500 
tonnes. 

2.3.6. 16A and 16 seams are of degree II gassiness. 

2.3.7. The working of 14 seam is described in a subse- 
quent section of this report. This scam is of degree III 
gassiness. 

2.3.8. The average daily production from 14 scam is of 
the order of 750 tonnes. 

2.3.9. Four shafts exist to exploit 14, 16 and 16A seams. 
II, 13 shafts go down to 14 seam at 445 m and 443 m res- 
pectively. The other two shafts, i.e. J2 and Noonodih shafts 
go down to 16 and 16A seams at depths of 275 m , 244 m 
and 179 m and 145 m respectively, 16 and 16A scams are 
also connected by a drift. 

2.3.10. II and Noonodih shafts are downcast and J3 and 
12 are upcast, II, 12 and J3 shafts are used for winding 
coal, men and materials in 14, 16 and 16A seams respec- 
tively. 

2.3.11. The mine is worked on three-shifts basis, The 
first shift is from 8.00 hra to 16.00 hrs, the second shift is 
from 16.00 hrs to 0.00 hours midnight and the third shift 
is from 0.00 hrs to 8.00 hrs. 


2.4. Management 

2.4.1. The Colliery was opened in November, 1917. The 
mine was initially worked by Messrs. Bengal Iron Co. Ltd. 
Subsequently, it was taken over by Messrs. Indian Iron & 
Steel Co. Ltd., successors in interest to Messrs. Bengal Iron 
Co. Ltd. 
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2.4 2. On 1 4th July, 1072, the management of Messrs. 
-Indian I non ^ Steel Co. I td., was taken over by the Central 
Govei nmonl and since then, this Colliery, as u part of Indian 
Jron & Steel Co. Ltd., is being looked after by the Ministry 
of Steel & Mines through a Custodian. 

2.4.3. The names of Senior Oflieials connected with the 
collieiy are : 


Chief Mining Engineer 
Dy. Chief Mining Engineer 
(Operations) & Agent 
Dy Chief Mining Engr. (Pig.) 
Senior Manager 
Senior Engineer 
Colliery Engineer 


Sri 13. L. Varma 

Sri K. R. Dhadwal 
Sri J. N. Ohri 
Sri K. L. Ltithra 
Sri T, C. Lahiri 
Sri K. N. Singh 


2.4.4, At the Colliery level, the Senior Manager is assisted 
by a Inigo team of Assistant Managers, a Ventilation Officer, 
a Safety Ollicer, a Training Officer, Assistant Engineers and 
other subordinate supervisory stalf. 


3.1.2. Plan No.l- shows the working of the 14 seam 
Longwall blocks 1.1 and L2 have been fully developed. Long- 
wall extraction has been planned in ascending slices of about 

2,4 in thickness in conjunction with hydraulic sand slowing. 
Tn the panel LI, the first slice along the floor has already 
been extracted on the retreat and stowed. In this slice, a 
135-m long dip-rise longwall face was worked. Coal getting 
was by means of a ranging drum shearer machine running 
on an armoured face conveyor and cutting a web of 685 mm, 

3.1.3. Extraction of coal above the first lift has been 
started in two distinct slices woihcd simultaneously with 
stowing. The thickness of the middle slice is 2.1 m. and 
that of the lop slice is 2.7 m. The lag between the two 
slices is 12 m. 

3.1.4. The two slices are worked in double-unit faces along 
the strike on either side of a centra) gate. The faces of the 
middle lift are designated Ml and M2 and those of the 
top lift, T1 and T2. The faces have been opened 1 m above 
the sand stowed in the first lift extraction and have a gradient 
of 1 in 200 lowards the central gale, They advance towards 
the rise. 


2.5 Employment & Output 

2.5.1. At present, the Colliery has a daily employment 
of 2,750 persons of whom 1,586 persons including 950 in 
the 14 seam workings are employed underground. 

2.5.2. The lotul output during the year 1972 was 3,93,427 
tonnes. 

2.6 Ventilation 

2.6.1. The mine is mechanically ventilated by two electri- 
cally driven funs. One of the fan is installed at 13 shaft 
and has a capacity of 6,750 ni 3 /min developing a water 
gauge of 45 mm. This fan has variable pitch blades in 
which the blade angle can be changed through from —6* 
to +10°. The blades are currently set at +4* angle. 

2.6.2. The fan installed at J2 shaft is a double inlet 
SIROCCO Centrifugal fan having a capacity of 2,860 m 
3 /min at 21 mm water gauge. This fan ventilates 16 seam 
workings exclusively. 

2.6.3. J1 shaft acts as downcast for 16 and 14 seams and 
Noonodih shaft is the the downcast for 16A seam. J3 shaft 
is the upcast for 14 and I6A scams and J2 shaft, for 16 
seam. 

2.6.4. Plan No. I (inset) shows the ventilation arrange- 
ments of the colliery in general. 

2 6.5. The fan installed at J3 shaft which has a capacity 

of 6,570 m 3 /min ventilates as stated before, 16A and 14 

seams. Approximately, 3400 3m/min is circulated in the 
14 seam and the rest in 16A seam, 

2.6.6. Arrangements have been provided that in the event 
of stoppage of the fan in J3 shaft, the fun in J2 shaft 
provides partial ventilation to 14 scam workings by auto- 
matic opening of two separation doors in 16A seam J2 shaft 
level. No intimation of this arrangement has, however, 
been given to the DGMS nor their approval thereto sought, 

LIT THE 14 SEAM WORKINGS 

3.1.1. 14 seam was opened in the year 1970. The deve- 
lopment plan for this seam was drawn up as a part of a 

complete Project Report for re-organisation of Jitpur Colliery. 
The scam has been approached by deepening J1 and J3 shafts 
to a depth of about 444m. It has been developed for ex- 
traction by longwall method with hydraulic sand stowing, 
For purposes of development, sets of headings spaced at 
25 — 30 m centres are driven. Headings are worked generally 
with coal cutting nvubincs. For some period, a UNICORN 
heading machine was used for the development of L2 block. 
This machine was withdrawn a few months ago. The initial 
development is generally along the floor to a height of 2.4 m 
but where necessary, for ventilation or transport purposes, 
galleries have been driven along the roof or in the middle 
horizon. 
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3.1.5. Currently, above 250 tonnes of coal per day are 
obtained from these faces with an average employment of 
about 200 persons per shift. 

3.1.6. Support in the middle slice is by friction props 
and link-bars. In the top slice, wooden props and wooden 
cross-bars have been provided. One triangular patch has 
been developed in rectangular pillars 25 x 30 m in size 
and galleries driven upto a height of 2.4 m along the floor 
to the rise. The extraction is by Bord and Pillar system 
with stowing. 

3.1.7. In the L2 panel on the eastern side, the floor slice 
is being extracted along a 180 m long dip-rise longwall face 
with hydraulic stowing. The longwali face is supported by 
friction props and link-bars. The maximum span between 
the coal face and the sand pack is 6 m approximately. Coal 
getting at the longwall face is by a ranging drum shearer 
mounted on armoured conveyor. 

3.1.8. The daily output from this longwall face Is about 
340 tonnes with about 200 persons employed per shift. 

3.1.9. There is a dyke running almost north — south on 
the eastern fringe of 14 seam workings (see Plan No. 1). 
7 faces have advanced upto the dyke. The dyke faces arc 
drilled by compressed-air hammer drills and blasted with 
Soltgex (P5) explosives. 

3.1.10. Adequate arrangements have been made to collect 
drainage water from stowing and course it to the main sump, 

3.1.11. Trackless mining has been planned for 14 seam 
and transport of coal is by a series of conveyors to a 300- 
tonne underground coal bunker provided near J1 shaft 
equipped with skip winding. .Supply of materials to inbye 
districts, is done by diesel mine tractors and trailers. 

3.2. Ventilation of 14 seam workings 

3.2.1. The ventilation lay-out for 14 seam is shown in 
Plan No. 1. 

3.2.2, According to the measurements on 28th February, 
1973 carried out by DGMS, the total quantity of air in the 
main return of 14 seam was 3,400 ni 3/min. Of this, about 
one-third flowed through the T.2 face. 

Brief details of the main ventilation fan for 14 seam 
installed at J3 shaft arc as follows : 

2670-mm dia SIROCCO exhaust, MXVS Series, adjust- 
able blades, Axial-flow, arranged for V belt drive, 
supplied by Messrs. Andrew Yule & Co. Ltd, 

Range— 4,300 to 7,010 m 3/min at 70— 80 mm w,g. 

Motor— 270 H.P., Fan Shaft RPM— 418. 
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3.2,3. Auxiliary Fans 

For coursing the air into development headings and some 
depillaring lacc.s, ten auxiliary fans marked 1 to 10 on Plan 
No. 1 are installed in the workings of 14 seam. No. 6 fan 
ventilates a depillaring area while the rest ventilate develop- 
ment galleries. Fan No, 1 was not being used at the time 
of the accident. 


[Part II— 


In the 14 scam, there are 8 sub-stations comprising H. T. 
switchgear. 200 KVA 3300/550 V Transwitch units com- 
prising H. T. switchgear, dry-type flame-proof transformers, 
and 550 V switchgears. 

3.5.2. 1 he electrical apparatus installed in 14 seam are of 
flameproof construction. 
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3.2.4. Permission had been taken from (he DGMS tor 
Installation of auxiliary fans. 

3.2.5. Brief specifications of the three different types of 
auxiliary fans are given below : 


SI. 


No, 

Make Power 

Amps RPM Capacity 

Remarks 

1 . 

Woods of 23 HP 

23 2950 

428 cubic 



Calchester 


metres per 



Type KAR 


minute 


2. 

MAMC type 12.5KW 14 to 2910 

180 to 370 



AV3 

16.5 

cubic metres 
por min 


3. 

MMMP 15 KW 

14,8 2900 

285 cubic 

Only one 




meter pel 

fan of this 




min 

type was 
bring used. 

3,3. 

Gas emission 




3.3.1, As stated earlier, 

14 seam 

was opened 

in the yeai 


1970. Initially, development workings close to the shaft did 
not show excessive make of gas and the seam was placed in 
Degree J1 gassiness, l.e. the same as 16 and 16A seams. 
Occasionally, gas upto 2 per cent was indicated in roof cavi- 
ties by methanometers, and upto 0.2 per cent in the general 
body of air at the development faces. 

3.3.2. Subsequently, the rate of emission of gas had in- 
creased in 14 seam workings. A detailed survey carried out 
at the end of June 1972 by the DGMS showed an overall 
gas emission rate of 13.45 m” per tonne of daily coal pro- 
duction for the whole of 14 seam. This amounts to a 
methane emission rate of about 6 m 3/rnin. As a result 
of the above-mentioned survey, 14 seam workings were 
placed in the third degree of gassiness by the DGMS, vide 
his letter No. 14J54-C dated 31st July, 1972. 

3.3.3. The dyke faces have been found to show a sub- 
stantial make of gas. 

3.3.4. However, gas emission records maintained by the 
management show a rather low rate of gas emission even of 
the order of 1 m 3/t of daily production during the period 
prior to the accident. 

3.3.5. To check on the rate of methane emission In 
14 seam, the Central Mining Research Station, Dhanbad at 
the instance of this Court, took readings on the 12th April, 
1973, and found a methane emission rale of 2.9 m 3/min. 
In view of this reading having been taken more than three 
weeks after the face had remained idle, the methane emission 
rate could be taken to be twice as much on the day of the 
accident. A spot check by Professor G. B. Misra, Assessor 
on 30th March, 1973 at the top end of the L2 face indicated 
a methane concentration exceeding 5 per cent, 

3 4. Stone dust barrier. 

The position of the stone dust barriers in the 14 seam 
workings is shown on the ventilation plan (Plan No. 1). 
The total quantity of stone dust used in 14 seam during the 
year 1972 was 7075 quintals which works out at 4.5 kg, per 
tonne of coal raised. 

3.5. Electrical apparatus in 14 seam. 

3,5.1. Power is supplied to the 14 seam from the surface 
sub-station at 3300 V through a shaft cable installed in J3 
shaft. 


3.5.3. The protective devices incorporated in the high- 
lension switchgear arc as follows ; 

(a) Overload protection. 

(b) Earth leakage protection. 

Protective devices incorporated in the 550 V switchgear 
arc as follows ; 

(a) Undct-voltage protection. 

(b) Overload protection. 

(c) Short-circuit protection. 

(d) Earth fault protection through core balance trans- 
former — sensitivity set at 3 A. 

3.5.4. It was observed that the general standard of ins- 
tallation of the electrical apparatus is of a reasonably high 
order, although in a few instances, investigations had shown 
that sufficient care had not been taken in so far as a few 
of the cable scaling boxes were without cable compound. 
Further, overload settings in respect of the few switchgears, 
which were examined, were found lo have been set at ratings 
higher than required for duty conditions. In some instances, 
all the terminal bolts as provided were not affixed, thereby 
disturbing the flameproof features of the equipment. 

3.5.5. Reference here should also be made to the fact that 
the workmen had been provided with all the tools necessary 
for maintenance and repairs. This was evident from the 
recovery of a typical tool kit from the working place of 
the electricians who lost their lives in the accident, 


IV. THE EXPLOSION 

4.1, Circumstances loading to the Explosion. 

4.1.1. It was reported that the accident had occurred at 
20,00 hrs. on Sunday, the 18th March, 1973, 

Normal production work was carried on in all the three 
seams in the Third shift on Saturday, the 17th March, 1973 
extending from midnight to 08.00 hrs. on Sunday, the 18th 
March, 1973. 

4.1.2. Sunday, the 18th March was a weekly day of rest. 
Also, Monday the 19th March, 1973 was a holiday on 
account of the 'Holi Festival’. 

4.1.3. Such of the works which cannot be attended to on 
working days are detailed for execution on weekly days of 
rest, These include checking and maintenance of heavy items 
of underground equipment, extension or conveyers, erection 
of stowing barricades, attending to stowing ranges and re- 
setting of face and roadway supports. 

4.1.4. Tt is also the practice that when the weekly day 
of rest is followed by a holiday, some major items of work 
which may extend beyond one day’s working, are taken on 
hand. This is with a view to completing all such major 
works on off days and holidays so as not to loose productive 
man-shifts. 

4.1.5. On the basis of the available evidence, I find that 
the following items of work were detailed for execution on 
Sunday, the 18th March, 1973 : 

(a) Maintenance of sand-stowing range. 

(b) Rc-setting of face supports. 

(c) Attending to stowing barricades In L2 face. 
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(d) Shifting of portable conveyor near the bottom gate 
of L2 panel. 

(e) Clearing of top gallery in line with 1 2 face. 

(f) Shortening and installation of the new drive head 

on the conveyor in D2 panel. 

(g) Support woik at various places. 

(h) Maintenance of electrical gear. 

4.1.6. Apart fiom the work listed above, the work of 
laying a main shaft cable in J3 shaft fioro 16 seam inset 
to 14 seam had also been planned and programmed for 
Sunday, the 18th March, 1973. This item of work was in 
the nature of a major pcimanent installation of the mine 
and had, therefore, been planned in consultation with all 
concerned, namely,' Agent, Senior Manager and Senior en- 
gineer. 

4.1.7. With regai d to the loutine jobs of maintenance, 158 
persons were sent in the liist shift. 

4.1.8. During the second shift commencing at 16.00 hrs. 
87 workers were deployed in 14 seam in connection with 
routine maintenance jobs as listed above. 

4.1.9. Ten workers were engaged In the cable laying job. 

4.1.10. The cable laying job which was, as said eailier, in 
the nature of a niujoi permanent installation of the mine, 
was to be carried out under the overall strnei vision of Slid 
T. C. Lahiri, Senior Engineer. According to the piogiammc, 
the cable was to be put on a special manufactured cable reel 
kept in the cage at J 3 pit top in the first shift beginning at 
8.00 hrs. In the process of transferring the cable to this 
reel, the two air-lock doors at J3 pit-top wcie kept open and 
the main ventilator on J3 shaft was stopped. 

4.1.11. This woik was being supervised bv S/s. K. C. Mistri 
and S. N. Kundu, Assistant Engineeis, Shu T. C. Lahiri, 
Senior Engineer was also present for some time in the morn- 
ing at the colliery. 

4.1.12. As the Senior Managei of the Collieiy, Slid K. T 
Luthra was on leave at this time, permission was obtained 
from the acting manager Shii R. k. Choudhury, to Mop the 
fan in connection with the handling of the cable. The acting 
manager was informed that the fan would be teejuired to be 
stopped for a period of 1-1/2 hrs. and permission to stop 
the fan for this period was given by him. 

4.1.13. The work of tiansfeiring the cable on to the spe- 
cial reel kept in the cage was taken up at about 10.30 hrs. 
and 210 in of cable was actually tiansfened to the leel by 
13.30 hrs., during which peiiod the J3 main ventilation fan 
remained shut off. It should be obscived heie that although 
permission had been taken liotn the acting manager fo stop 
the fan only for a peiiod of 1-1/2 houts, it was actually 
stopped for three hours. 

4.1.14. Standing orders under Coal Mines Regulation 134 
(see Annexure II for details) issued by the management re- 
quire that if a main mine ventilator is not le-started within 
a period of one hour from the lime of stoppage, all persons 
shall be withdrawn fioin the woikings below giound. Mana- 
ger, may, however, permit persons engaged in supervlsoiy 
duties, pump attendants and pusonnel employed on essential 
and uigent lepairing works, if he is satisfied that the places 
wheie these pcisons aie to woik rue adcquitcly sent Mated 
during the stoppage of the ventdaioi „nd gives an otdci In 
writing to that effect. 

4 1.15. Fiom the lecoids, it is also seen that the main ven- 
tilation fan at J3 pit was pe-s(aited at 1 30 horns and shut 
down again at 14 10 hums, / <’. uliei woiking loi 40 minutes. 

4.1.16. No evidence was forthcoming as to the circum- 
stances under which the main ventilation fan was again stop- 
ped at 14.10 his. Even on the qu'stion of who oi dcicd this 
stoppage, the evidence befoie me is contradictory in nature. 
While the fan register states that the fan was stopped at 14.10 
hrs. by the engineer, neither an engineer nor an assistant 
engineer, the acting manager or any of the assistant mana- 


gers accepted the responsibilty before the Court for having 
ordered the stoppage. On the contrary, the Agent, Shri 
Dhadwal stated in his evidence that the fan had been stop- 
ped by Copal Mistri, a blacksmith. 

4.1.17. The second shift of Sunday, the I8th M.uch, 1973 
staited at 16.00 bis, and the workeis were detailed to under- 
take various jobs in the 14 seam without apparently verify- 
ing if the main mine ventilator was working. 

The wotkers detailed for the cable job resumed work at 
about 16.30 hrs. and the cable was lowered to 16 seam in- 
set. The work was still going on when the explosion occur- 
red. 

4.1.18. The fan which was stopped at 14.10 hrs. continued 
to remain shut down till 20.10 ins. (8-10 pm,) although the 
fan log book shows that the figures 8.10 p. m. was overwrit- 
ten by the figures 6-10 p.m, 

4.1.19. It is thus seen that the main mine ventilation fan 
remained stopped for three hrs. between 10-30 hrs. and 13.30 hrs. 
ft was then re-started and woi ked for a period of 40 minutes and 
again shut down from 14.10 hrs. till 20,10 hrs. i.c. a period 
of six hours. As a result of the shut down of the main ven- 
tilation fan, there was practically no ventilation in the 14 seam 
workings. 

4.1.20. As stated in paragraph 3.3 the make of gas both 

at the top end of the T.2 face and in the heading adjacent to 
the dyke is heavy. This, coupled with the fact of the prolon- 
ged stoppage of the J3 fan, resulted in the accummulation of 
methane in the galleries above the 3 cast level as well as in 

the 1 west rise (main return) and part of D 2 panel, parti- 

cularly in the 4 west rise. The auxiliary fans ventilating the 
1 east and 2 east rises re circulated the air in these two rises 
in the absensc of the main ventilating current. Consequen- 
tly, a uniform methane-air mixture is likely to have been 
foimcd in these rises which spilled over to the 5 east level con- 
necting the main lcturn and then to the rise side of the main 
return, as methane being lighter, has a tendency to accum- 
mulate on the rise side. 

4.2. Explosion Itself and rescue operations 

4.2.1. The explosion is lcpoited to have occurred a few 

minutes before 20.00 hrs. on the 18th March, 1973, 

4.2.2. The main ventilation fan was re-started at 20.10 

hrs. No evidence was forthcoming as to who ordered the re- 
starting of the fan. 

4.2 3. Although no responsible senior officer of the ma- 
nagement of IjSCO was present at the pit-top at the time of 
explosion, Slid Lahiri, Senior Engieer was the fust person 
to aiiive at the mine at about 20.30 hrs. He was followed 
by Shri K. R. Dhadwal, Dy. Chief Mining Engineer (Pro- 
duction) & Agent, Jitpur Colliery who arrived at the pit- 
top at aboul 20.45 hrs. 

4.2.4. The Dy. Director-General of Mines Safety and his 
officers airived round aboul 21.30 hours. 

4.2.5. Rescue teams arrived at about 21.15 hours. 

4.2.6. The Dy. Director-General of Mines Safety immedi- 
ately organised a local committee to conduct rescue oper- 
lions. 

4.2 7. Shi i K R. Dhadwal, Dy, Chief Mining Engineer 
(Pioduclion) and Agent and Shri Gyan Singh, Assistant 
Managei who had none down the mine before the arrival 
ot the rescue teams, had bi ought out six dead bodies from 
the east side of T3 pit. 

4.2.8. The first lcseue team came back to suiface at 22.25 
hrs, reporting that they had travelled upto the upcast shaft 
level fiom intake side and had found quite a few dead bodies 
in the upcast shift level. The team had loaded 4 dead bodies 
in the cage at J3 shaft, 

The second rescue team which had gone down via 13 pit 
catne hack at 23.45 hrs. and reported that 3 persons were 
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found dead on the top of tho cage and 3 inside the cage 

and another was found dead in 16A seam inset. 

4.2.9. On Monday, the 19th, the third rescue team was 

sent down at 00.45 hrs. to the west side. They found three 
persons lying here. There were signs of life in them. They 
rescued one of them applying oxygen by No vox and brought 
him out on a stretcher. They had also found one person 
near the downcast shaft-bottom whom they brought out 
with the help of NO VOX. 

The fourth team was sent at 01.30 hrs. and they brought 
out two persons alive who had been earlier reported by the 
third rescue team. They also reported that 5 dead bodies were 
lying in the upeast shaft level. 

The fifth rescue team was sent at 02.50 his. to the west 
side along the intake road ol Ml and T1 panel. They 
spotted 5 dead bodies which had earlier been noted. They 
came out at 03,45 his, 

The sixth team was sent at 03.30 hrs. to explore the east 
side working l.e. 12 panel. They went by the bottom gate 
road, across the long wall face and came out by the top gate 
road. They reported 10/11 persons lying dead at the face 
and near the top gate. 

The seventh icscue team which was sent to the west side 
workings again had to return owing to adveise conditions. 

They found the atmosphere irrcspirable, but no sign of fire 
was noticed. 

The eighth rescue team was sent at 06.25 hrs. They did 
not find any dead bodies. 

4.2.10. In the meantime, attempts were made to free the 
cage which was held up in J3 shaft, [he cable partly fixed 
in the shaft was cut, and the cage brought to the pit-top, 

4.2.11. Casually figure and how it was arrived at. 

According to form ‘C Regixtci, 102 people went down 
14 seam workings in the second shift of 18th March, 1973. 

Of these, 12 persons did not go underground, The breakup 
is given below : 

(a) 3 peisons S/S Chandrika Pandcy, Niralal and Diljan 
were maiked present, but got their attendance struck 
off after some time. 

( b ) 4 more persons did not go underground, but did 
not get their attendance struck oil. They were 
S/S Mahcndnr Singh, H. S. Rahman, Rup Narayan 
Singh and A. C. Dass. 

(c) 5 persons got themselves marked present, but did 
not go down the mine and worked on the surface. 

They were S/S Calsar Gaur, Kameshwar Pandey, 

Tagtai Singh, Rnmapad and Nagannath Passi. It 
thus appears that 90 persons went belowground. 

The following it regularities were also noticed : 

(a) Shri Satnu Ram, Tyndal was marked present In 14 
scum, but was at mid-inset of J3 rit. 

(b) Shi i Ramkalap Bishwakaima was marked present 
in 16 searil ‘C’ Register, but actually went down 
14 seam. 

(c) Shri Ghindu Singh. Tyndal was marked present In 
I6A seam ‘C’ Regislci while had actually worked 
in 14 seam. 

So, there were actually 91 workers in 14 seam. 

4 (Com ) workers of Contractors who had actually gone 
down 14 scam, were not shown present in the form ‘C’ 
Register. 'I hey were S/S Jamuiui Prajapali, Narcsh Yadov, 
Prasidhya Sao and Sitaram Yadav. 

Taking all the above facts into account, 95 persons hi all 
went down 14 seam during various hours of the second shift 
of 18th Match, 1973. 
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Out of these 95 — 

(i) 23 came up to the surface before the explosion. 

(ii) 22 come out after the explosion either by themselves 
or with the help of co-workers; cut of them Shri 
B. P. Shrivastava (D48) expired on 2nd April, 


(iii) 4 were rescued by various rescue teams. Thus 46 
were left unaccounted for and were found dead. 
By the early morning 20th March, 1973, this figure 
was confirmed by the recovery of all the bodies. 

In 16A seam inset of J3 shaft, two peisons were affected 
out of whom Shri H. K. Ansarl (Dll) died of CO poison- 
ing. 

Thus the number of dead is as follows ; 

16A seam inset 1 

Mining Sirdar (D48) who expired later 1 

Bodies recovered from the underground 

and J3 shaft 46 

48 


The position of the dead bodies and survivors and their 
places of work arc detailed out in Appendix (Plan-2). 

V. INVESTIGATION INTO THE CAUSES OF TIIE 
EXPLOSION 

5.1. Gas being present in the form of an explosive mixture, 
an explosion occurs only if there is an ignition. The matter 
for immediate consideration therefore, is how the ignition 
occurred. Normally, ignition can happen from any one or 
more of the following causes : 

(a) Underground fire. 

(b) Shot-firing. 

(c) Frequent sparks produced from coal cutting picks. 

(d) Naked flame and conti abands. 

(e) Frictional sparks from stone striking stone or other 
mettalic objects. 

(f) Flame-safety lamps, 

(g) Electric cap lamps, and 

(h) Spark from an electrical apparatus. 

To determine which among the above possibilities, was 
the actual reason for the ignition, I propose to proceed by 
the process of elimination. 

5.1.2. Underground fire. 

Rescue teams had commenced work within 1-1/2 to 2 hrs. 
after the explosion. Nothing was found in the couise of the 
visit of the rescue teams to suggest the occurrence of under- 
ground fire. No witness has spoken about it and nu paity 
asserts it. 

5.1.3. Shotflring. 

The day of explosion being a weekly day of icst when 
no production is undertaken, there was no necessity for filing 
shot nor was any shot fired. Consequently, shot filing cannot 
be connected with the cause of explosion. 

5.1.4. Spark produced from coal-cutting machine. 

As it was not a coal production day, the coal cutting 
machines were not in use. There could therefore be no spark 
from coal cutting picks. No party has suggested this. 

5.1.5. Naked flame. 

There is no evidence at all of smoking by a person oi of 
presence of naked light. Accordingly, this cause has also 

to be eliminated. 
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Wc nc thus left with the remaining tluce causes of ignt 
lion n imely 

(i) Fictional spaikx, 

(ii) dam.igcd flume s ifety lumps and elcctiic cap lumps, 

and 

(id) sparks from eleclue apparatus 

1 I 6 Frictional sparks 

In the wntten statement the management has contended 
that the ignition was by fuetion of a loot gndei f tiling ovci 
the metallic chute at the umclion of 3 cast use level and 1 
west rise The dislodgment of the glider is alleged to be 
due to loof fall pnor to the explosion The management 
has ilso not itiitil out the possibility that igmtion may be due 
to cithci the flame of a damaged flame safety lamp 01 glow 
mg filament of a damaged elcctiic safety lamp 

s 1 7 The investigation earned out by the DGMS indicates 
(h it the piofablc ciusc of ignition is fiom a spnik trom an 
elcctiic dppuiatus 

12 It is thucfoie necessary to examine in some detail the 
case as put up by the management and the investigation 
earned out by the DGMS 

12 1 In the wntten statement the management has made 
i passing refeiencc to the c mse of explosion stating that due 
to loof full in 1 west rise thcie was heavy emission of gas 
which was ignited by a spaik from the 1 til len girder 

12 2 While giving evidence before the Court of Enquiry, 
Shu R R Khanna, Technical Expcit on behalf of the manage- 
ment clarified the management ease 

123 Shu Khinna was of the ucw that the stoppage of 
the main nunc fan was not lcsponsible foi the disaster to 
any significant extent 

12 4 In his evidence. Shn Khanna further stated that If, 
according to the lepoit of DGMS, the make of gas was 

13 11 m' per tonne with a raising of 100 tonnes pci day, 
then the make ot gas foi a raising of 700 tonnes per day 
would be aboul 17 m 1 pci tonnt Considering the volume 
of workings above 3 cast use level Shu kh inn i estimated 
that the gas emitted would be able to fill the entire volume 
of these woi kings with a uniform mixture of 17 per cent 
methane Owing to the tendency of methane to layer, this 
could result in a heavy concenti ation in the galleries near the 
roof as a icsult of which the workeis would have been as- 
phyxicded even before the explosion On this ground, he 
mled out the possibility of acclimmul itioil of gas completely 
except at blind headings 

52 1 Shi i Khanna estimated that natuial ventilation would 
ciiciilate a quantity of 1,234 m 1 pei minute (43,200 cfm) of 
an in the 14 se mi at a presxruc of 4 1 mm (0 18 ) water 
augc c\eti with a temperature difference of about 3 C (5 I ) 
elwcen the downcast and upcast shafts 

126 further, m allcrn itive anangement foi ventilating 

14 scam existed in (he event of stoppage of the main venti 
lalion fin at J3 shift Since accoiding to Shn Khanna, both 
of the ibove mentioned u i nngements existed on the day of 
explosion and uiculated enough an through 14 scam, no 
u uiinnuihuioii of g is could have occmrcd I he mine work 
mgs had Iwcn lested foi gas by the lunioi supervisory stall, 
m/ Overman and mining sndais about I I \ his pnor to 
Ihe explosion and no gas was iccoidcd Thric was no leason 
to disbelieve whd has been found by the jumoi supcivisory 
si iff 

12 7 Kclemne to Regulation (41 (n) (1), Shi i Khinna 
stalid 111 it the gas conn nli ation in (he main icturn of a 
mine tan go upto 0 6 pei cent without the management being 
icq unit to check foi g n foi i month Uetwt n 0 6 ind 0 8 per- 
cent it need only he checked weekly ind beyond 0 8 pei cent 
duly The smut icgulition stipulates that at a gas con 
centi ation of 1 27 pc i cent all electi icity lo the mine is to 
be out oil In view of tins the quantity of air in the 14 
scam can be allowed to go down to 877m pci min 
(30 000 cfm) and even so, the management needs to test the 


gas only once in a moDth It must be 5/0 m’ pci mm 
(20,000 cfm) to 817 m B per mm (30,000 cfm) befoic the 
management is required to test the gas weekly and it has 
to go down below 570 m 8 per mm t20 000 ctm) bcfoie the 
gas is checked daily It may go dowm to 340 m» pel mm 
(12,000 cfm) befote the management may cut oft electric 
power Such conditions, accoiding to Shri Khanna had 
nevei existed in the mine 

12 8 To a specific question that if there was no accummu 
lallon of gas, fiom where could the gas come so suddenly, 
Shri Khanna on behalf of Ihe management, stated that there 
was a sudden oniiish of gas due to a large loof fall in the 
1 west rise between 3 cast use level and 5 east level which 
dislodged about 700 tonnes oi coal Expounding his theory, 
Shri Khanna stated that (he bairlti between I 1 taee and the 

1 west rise heading had been subjected to ftont abutment 
pressure of the 11 face Though the fionl abutment nor- 
mally does not extend bevond 12 mctie fiom Ihe face 
Shri Khanna pointed out that theic have been instances of 
the disturbed zone extending upto 90 meties Accoiding to 
Shri Khanna the abutment piessure in this case had caused 
crushing of the ioof coal in the 1 west rise as evidenced by 
the neccessity to leplacc the three-piece steel sets with steel 
arches Methane had accummulated under pressure in the 
cracks in the fiaitmed toof of the I west rise g illeiy and 
was suddenly released as a result ot the ioof fall 

129 Accoiding to Shn Khanna the gas so released, sp- 
read in the mine in a tine layu by an an blast caused by the 
lull at a very fasl speed of 1200 metres pei minute Almost 
simultaneously, a spark occuired at the transfer point of the 
3 cast use level gate btlt to the m un hunk belt due to fuetion 
between a falling roof girder and the spu al chute The flame 
travelled near the roof to the cast until it might have me. some 
gas accummulated at the extreme end of the dtivuges 

This ga„ then exploded with the foiccs now tiavelling west- 
wards The flame fiom the point of ivnition also ti availed 
westwards, as is shown by the ft. I that theic 
was a lingering flame in the 4 west use and also in 1 and 2 
east uses 

i 2 10 Shn Khanna also refined to the ilamige to a portion 
of the mam high tension PILCDWA coble supplying power 
to L2 district laid in 3 east rise level between 1 east rise and 

2 east ikes which had indicated a flash and stated that fur 
ther investigation would be neccssaiy to establish its rele- 
vance to the explosion 

5 2 11 To sum up, it is the managements case that there 
was a release of gas consequent to roof fall in the 1 west 
rise The gas was immediately ignited by a frictional spark 
between a filling girder and the chute at the transfer point 
of the 3 east rise level conveyor on to the main trunk con- 
veyor in the 1 west nse 

5 3 1 T he case as put foiwaid by the linnagcmcpt was 
examined in some detail 

5 3 2 The contention of Shi i Khamu thit the accummula 
tion of gas would have asphyxiated the w oilmen in the use 
woi kings before the explosion bid occimcd is unternble since 
methane being lighter than an, has a natural tendency to 
travel np rise workings and layer itself theie, with the highest 
concentiation occurring neai the roof only Asphyxiation 
thiough lack of oxygen can occur only at very high con- 
cent] utions of m. thane It is quite possible that gas could 
had accummulated in 4 and 5 east use levels to the extent lo 
c mse the nxk of explosion wilht lit its concentiation in the 

3 easl use level being high enough to capsc asphyxiation of 
the clectnci.ins working theic Shri Khanna on being ques 
tiontd wis not in a position to spell out whit could be the 
disti i but ion of the concentration ot meth inc in the diffluent 
rise woikings at difTcicnt levels of gallenes 

13 3 It has been argued by Shu Khanna tint enouah 
qumlily of an was cn dilated through the 14 semis by the 
alternative system of ventilation through 12 shaft and natural 
ventilation 

Theic is a scl of two ventilation doois piovnled between J2 
and J3 shifts in the 16A sc im (see plan No 1) I be c doors 
open towards the J2 shaft ind aie thru kept closed by diffe- 
rential piessure when both T2 and J3 fans arc iiinnuig In the 
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event of stoppage of the J3 fan, these doors open automati- 
cally, thus providing a possible ventilation circuit to the 
14 seam, through J1 shaft, the lower part of J3 shaft upto 
16A seam and J2 shaft. However, J2 fan in such a case 
handles air through four splits: 

(a) Noonodih shaft and 16A seam, 

(b) J1 shaft, 16 seam and J2 shaft, 

(c) Upper part of J3 shaft, down to 16A seam which 
now acts as an intake, and 

(d) J1 shaft, 14 scam and the lower part of the J3 
shaft. 

Of these splits, the lowest resistance will be that of split *C’ 
particularly when the surface air-lock doors are opened as 
happened in this case, The 14-seam split (split ‘d'l will have 
the maximum resistance and hence is likely to circulate a 
very meagre quantity of air, if at all. No air measurements 
were taken to establish the efficacy of this system of ventila- 
ting the 14 seam in the present state of working. 

Indeed the advisability of installation of such an automatic 
alternative system of ventilation is doubtful. Apart from not 
being able to ensure enough ventilation in the 14 seam it is 
hound to reduce the normal ventilation of the 16 seam. 

5.3.4. Natural ventilation pressure which depends much on 
the surface air temperatures and humidity is likely to be 
negligible. It may even have acted in the reverse direction 
on the fateful day, judging from the temperatures which 
were likely to have prevailed at the mine on the day. 
Shri Khanna’s contention that there would be at least u 
difference of 3 "C between the upcast and the downcast shaft 
temperatures docs not stand scrutiny. 

5 3.5. Shri Khanna’s contention that 340m of air per 
minute was sufficient to ventilate the 14 seam, and that it 
was not necessary to cut off electric power cannot be accepted, 
because this quantity does not satisfy the requirements re- 
garding velocity of air at the face. One cannot but see the 
ncccssibility of mathane layering occurring at the faces with 
such small quantities of air, 

5.3.6. Shri Khanna's postulation of a sudden large roof fall 
in 1 west rise bringing down sufficient gas to cause the explo- 
sion is far fetched and founded on imponderables. 

It is difficult to visualise whv the 1 west rise which had 
been standing for quite some time adequately supported by 
rectangular steel support of sufficient strength set one metre 
apart, should suddenly collapse over such a large portion 
(60 metres) along 1 west rise without any apparent reason, 

5.3.7. As to the accummulation of gas underpressure 
above the roof of 1 west rise, it is difficult to visualise how 
this gas could have remained under pressure instead of 
being drained off through the goaf to the rise and into the 
return air, particularly when extraction of LI bottom lift 
had been completed quite some time back. 

Dr. Ghosh of Central Mining Research Station, in his 
evidence has stated that hardly 10 per cent of gas is ictaincd 
in exposed idle surface of coal after 3 months, and that an 
exposed idle surface retains only 4 per cent to 5 per cent 
gas in the roof coal after six months. Since development 
of 1 west riso level is fairly old, it was Dr. Ghosh's opinion 
that tire gas retained by the roof coal of this rise would not 
be enough to cause an influx of gas leading lo a risk of 
explosion. 

5.3.8. Shri Khanna has ascribed the possible source of 
ignition due to frictional spark between metals. Though this 
is a possible source of Ignition, its role in the present case 
can be accepted only in conjunction with the theory of gas 
emission propounded by Shri Khanna. 

5.3.9. Shi i Khanna has cited three instances of explosion 
of methane by such frictional sparks from collieries in the 
United Kingdom. The Court has examined (he enquiiy 
reports on these three cases, and notes that in all the three 
eases, the gas had accummulated in pie-existing cavities at 
the roof of galleries which had not been adequately ventilated, 
Hence the present postulate of Shri Khanna cannot draw a 
parallel from these instances. 


5.3.10. Shri Khanna has mentioned that the conveyor had 
not been shifted out of alignment under the fall in 1 west, 
lisc. Although only a small part of the fall had been 
cleared by the time the enquiry was completed, one of the 
Assessors, Prof. G, B. Misra visited the spot and found 
evidence of the conveyor frames having been disjointed 
and shifted laterally to the extent of 150 mm. 

5.3.11. Regarding damage to the portion of H.T, Cable 
mentioned by Slin Khanna, it was found on investigation by 
one of the Assessors, Shri Tawadey that this cable was 
properly supported and that there was no external mechani- 
cal damage. The inner lead sheathing was found damaged 
at places near the point where flash had occurred. The 
damage to the lead sheathing might have been caused during 
transport and handling of the cable prior to installation. 
This weak point in Ihe cable appears to have given way, 
causing a flash between one fase and the earth and this 
could be consequential to what happened in the drill panel 
described later as a source of ignition. 

5.3.12. The case as put forward by the management, thus 
appears to me far-fetched and untenable. 

5.4. The Case as put forward by the Directorate-General of 
Mines Safety. 

5.4.1. In their deposition, the DGMS have stated that the 
make of gas was sufficient to cause accummulation of gas 
conducive io the formation of an explosive mixture when 
the main mine ventilator had been stopped. Taking into 
account only the second instalment of the stoppage of the 
fan for six hours, viz. from 14-10 hrs. to 20-10 hrs. they 
have estimated that about 2200 m :l of gas could have 
accummulated. They have further estimated that about 1500 
m'- 1 of gas could be sufficient to produce an uniform 10 per 
cent mixture of methane and air in the rise workings in- 
volved in the explosion. The DGMS have argued that even 
an accummulation of the order of 300 m a could produce 
an explosion of sufficient violence. As such, there was 
accummulation of gas creating risk of explosion. 

5.4.2. As a result of re-circulation by auxiliary fans, a 
uniform mixture of gas was obtainable in the workings 
which created further risk of explosion in the workings. 

5.4.3. Regarding the source of ignition, the DGMS are 
of the view that the explosion was caused bv a spark from 
an electric apparatus and have ruled out other possibilities 
of ignition of gas. 

5 4.4. During the coui-se of investigation after the ex- 
plosion, the officers of the DGMS had noLicccI a ‘Victor’ — 
make double-unit drill panel lying in an open condition in 
the top gate of L2 face. The front cover of the drill had 
been opened out and kept on the ground. The incoming 
paper-insulated double-wire-aimoured cable had been pulled 
out from the terminal box and ihe drill panel thrown over 
I m. from its original location. Dead bodies of three elec- 
tricians and a helper with severe burn injuries were also 
found lying adjacent to the location of the drill panel in 
the top gate of L2 face. Accordingly, it has been concluded 
by the DGMS (hat the site of ignition was near the drill 
panel in the top gate of L2 panel. 

5.4.5. Based on these observations, DGMS have proceed- 
ed to explain the direction of travel of the forces of flame 
as evident from the deposition of soot and devolalilisecl 
coal as well as from a survey of ihe position of fallen roof 
supports and displaced machinery. 

5.4.6. Iii explaining further the travel of forces on behalf 
of DGMS (vide plan No. 3), it was stated that since the 
origin of explosion was adjacent to the junction of the top 
gate and L2 longwall face on the cast side, the flame bad 
travelled from near the drill panel upwards to 5 east level 
along 6 east lisc when it developed into an explosive force. 

5.4.7. A part of this force travelled down the 6 east i ise 
lowauls 1.2 longwall face consuming a limited amount of 
accummulated gas along its path before loosing its explosive 
force somewhere near the bottom gate. 

5.4.8. The main explosive force along with the flame 
travelled westward along 5 cast and 4 east levels, a small 
part also travelling westward in the 3 east rise level. The 
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forces in 5 east and 4 east levels were stronger than in the 

3 east rise level as proved by the fact that stoppings in 
different rise galleries between 3 east and 4 cast rise levels 
have been blasted towards the dip and the debris deposited 
towards the dip side of the 3 east rise level gallery. The 
flame travelling in 4 east level ignited the accumulated 
gas in 2 east rise. 

5.4.9. The flame which travelled along 5 east level to the 
west ignited the accumulated gas in 1 east rise. In the 
opinion of DGMS there appears to be no confirmed evidence 
of coal dust having taken part in th<fv explosion in 1 east 
rise, although some coke particles were found presumably 
due to lingering of the flames. The flame travelled further 
westwards and up along 1 west rise, due to methane layering 
in the whole of this return airway, ultimately finding Its 
way into D2 panel by breaking open the stopping between 
1 west and 2 west rises of 6 level, and travelling along D2 
face. From D2 face, it had shot up to the blind heading, 

4 west rise. The flame appears to have lingered here for 
a considerable period and there is some evidence of coni 
dust having taken part in the explosion in this area, although 
In a very localised manner. The violent forces then tra- 
velled eastwards and ultimately along the return airway 
towards the dip. This caused damage to the supports in 
the return airway, which were dislodged leading to heavy 
roof fall. 

5.5.1. The Indian National Mine Workers’ Federation and 
the Indian Mine Workers’ Federation are in general agree- 
ment with the views expressed by the DGMS and hence the 
evidence and argument of the DGMS were studied in detail. 

5.5.2. The technical assessors have examined the evidence 
of direction of travel of the flame, and the violence under- 
ground over a length of time and they agree with the 
general direction of travel of flame and violence as suggested 
by the DGMS. Samples of coal dust, deposited coke and 
soot were collected by the Scientists of the General Mining 
Research Station, Dhanbad. The analysis of coke deposited 
on timber indicates only partial devolatilization. Some gas 
samples had been collected by the Central Mining Research 
Station and the rescue teams from headings where they had 
not been disturbed by post-explosion ventilation. The analy- 
sis report indicating the Jones and Trickctt ratio as well as 
the C/H ratio for the different samples suggests only partial 
participation of coal dust, or rather of volatiles liberated 
from the coal dust in the 4 west rise. 

5.5.3. Tt can thus be concluded on the basis of analysis of 
both coke samples and gas samples that coal dust took very 
little part in the explosion. Participation of coal dust in a 
big way was averted because of — 

(a) adequate stone dust barriers having been provided 
in the mine and their successful operation at the 
time of explosion; 

(b) the stock of fresh air having been exhausted by the 
methane explosion. 

5.5.4. The Court is satisfied that enough gas would have 
accumulated in the rise workings of the mine to create the 
risk of explosion. 

5.5.5. Regarding the source of ignition, the Court agrees 
with the findings of the DGMS, At the instance of Shri 
Tawadcy, Technical Assessor, the drill panel in question was 
examined by the Central Mining Research Station, The 
following wore the findings : 

Tests of the Victor-make double-unit Drill Panel reco- 
vered after explosion from the top-gate of L2 
Panel at Jitpur Colliery. 

(a) Physical Examination. 

1. The fixing studs of the incoming terminal chamber and 
isolater chamber were found in order. 

2. Since the main cover of the drill unit was recovered 
from the mine separately, it has not been possible to esta- 
blish how many bolts were fixed on to the cover. 

3. No sealing compound was seen in the incoming cable- 
entry box. 


4. A cut piece of 5-core flexible trailing cable brought 
along with the drill panel was found partially damaged. 
The damage, however, was within the flameproof plug. 

The drill panel was further examined in details for It! 
operation and as a result of investigation, it was found that — 

1. Contractor coils were in healthy working condition. 

2. The drill cable with the drill was tested and were found 

satisfactory. 

3. Functioning of the earth leakage relay was checked by 
creating an artificial earth fault and was found to be in ope- 
rating condition. Only the trip bar was not found in posi- 
tion. 

4. The isolating switch (3-Pole) was not closing at 2 poles 
and It appeared to be in this condition before the explosion. 
The isolater handle was missing. 

5. The mierc-switch of the drill was tested and found to 
be in healthy operating condition. 

6. On examination of the 550 V cable-terminal box, the 
findings were as follows : 

(a) The 3-pole cable terminal fibre block was fixed by 
only two bolts as against four. 

(b) Streaks of black soot was seen on the black flange. 

(c) One of the two bolt heads fixing the terminal block 
was disfigured apparently due to fusion and heat. 

(d) Inner face of the chamber had prominent marks of 
sprinkles of blast abrasion. 

(e) One of the three terminal fixing brass stude was 
disfigured due to fusion. 

(f) The incoming cable leads had prominent marks of 
fusion. 

(g) The taped leads were much longer than required. 

The drill panel was subjected to tests to determine that 
In view of the flameproof features whether a spark inside 
the incoming cable terminal box or the isolater chamber 
could ignite the, surrounding atmosphere. As a result of the 
tests, it was found that the electrical sparks both in the in- 
coming terminal chamber and Isolater chamber were com- 
municating and igniting surrounding atmosphere outside. 

5.5.6. The DGMS in their argument have pointed out that 
with an air blast resulting from a fall in the 1 west rise, It 
is not possible to have an unbroken layer of methane near 
the / oof so as to conduct the flame from the point of ignition 
suggested by the management to the extreme limits of the 
east side workings. The Court agrees that had there been 
an air blast, it would have caused turbulent defusion of 
methane into the general body of air. 

5.5.7. The bodies found at the southern end of the fall 
referred to had burn injuries. There has been no convincing 
explanation offered as to how an explosion caused by a fall 
in the 1 west rise and with the flame travelling to the cast 
could have caused the burn injuries on these bodies, parti- 
cularly when the southern part of the rise in question had 
been utmost completely blocked by the fall. On the other 
hand, severe burn injuries on the bodies of the three electri- 
cians and a helper found near the drill panel in question indi- 
cates the source of ignition to have been in the drill panel, 

5.5.8. Thus from an examination of all the evidence 
available, the Court concludes that the fall in the 1 west 
rise is more likely to be a result of the explosion rather 
than the cause of the explosion. 

5.5.9. As I have stated earlier, the main ventilation fan 
was restarted at 20,10 hrs. i.e. after the explosion. There 
is an evidence to show who took the decision to restart the 
fan. Tt has been contended on behalf of the Unions that 
the main ventilation fan should not have been restarted at 
this stage, and that if it had not been, many lives might 
have been saved. The witness on behalf of the DGMS on 
the other hand, was of the opinion fhat the restarting of 
the fan was beneficial and that if it had been started a Tittle 
earlier, it might have saved a few more lives. 
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An examination of the conditions underground after the 
explosion showed that the airlock doors at the J3 shaft level 
had been forced open by the explosion. With these doors 
open, the air ciiculaled by Ihe main ventilation fan short- 
circuited and welt directly from the intake to the letum- 
shail. This lesulled in the air at the upcast bottom (J 3 cast) 
being cleared to some extent of noxious gases. 1 am, there- 
fore, of the opinio nthat in the circumstances that existed 
after the explosion, the switching on of the main ventilation 
fan had a beneficial effect as claimed on behalf of the DGMS. 
If the ciicumslances had, however, been different, the switch- 
ing on of the fan might have had adverse effect as contended 
by the Unions. The decision whether or not to switch on the 
fan immediately after an explosion of this nature is a difficult 
one, and shotild be taken by a responsible officer after taking 
into account whatever information is immediately available 
about the conditions underground. 


VI. SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS 

6.1. Due to piolongcd stoppage of the main ventilation fan 
for three hours in the first shift and again continuously for 
six hours in the second shift and in view of the gassincss of 
the mine and the fact that several headings have touched the 
dyke fro mwhich there is substantial omission of gas, there 
appears to be no doubt that accumulation of gas had 
occurred. 

6.2. Working of a number of auxiliary ventilators In the 
14 seam workings especially when the main ventilation fan 
was shut down, accentuated the conditions, by forming a uni- 
form explosive mixture of gas through recirculation. 

This created risk of explosion. 

6.3. The accumulated gas was ignited. 

6.4. in light of the evidence of finding a drill panel 
unit in the top gate of L2 panel with its main cover opened, 
as also bodies of 3 electricians and one helper near the 
drill panel, it can be concluded that some work was being 
done on the drill panel unit. Subsequent investigations on 
the drill panel have confirmed that work on the drill panel 
unit was being done without ensuring that power supply was 
isolated at some other place on the input side. The arrange- 
ments to isolate power at the drill panel had been rendered 
inefTeclive due to the absence of a mechanical isolator in 
the drill panel, which was missing. The possibility was thus 
created of a spark from an electric apparatus viz., the drill 
panel unit igniting the surrounding atmosphere containing 
accumulation of gas. 

6.5. There was thus a fire-damp explosion at about 20 00 
hrs. on the 18th March, 1973, 

6.6. Although signs of partial coking were found at a few 
places at the time of inspection of the mine which would 
indicate that coal dust had taken some part, I believe fhat 
the role of coal dust was very limited. 

6.7. The explosion was of appreciable violence causing 
dislodgmcnt of roof supports and shifting of belt conveyor 
structures, affecting position of machinery, switchgears etc. 
in some cases over appreciable distances. 

6.8. The explosion also caused widespread roof fall in 
the mine owing to dislodgment of support and vibrations, 
The roof-fall in 1 west rise between 3 cast rise level and 
5 cast level appears to have been caused due to dislodgment 
of rectangular steel roof supports resulting from the force 
of explosion travelling along that, gallery. 

VTI. VIOLATIONS OF RULES AND REGULATIONS 

7.1. Coal Mines Regulations, 1957. 


remove or in any way altei, repair oi inieifeie, with 
any such ventilator, except by or 6n the authority 
of the manager or other official authorised in his 
behalf. Particulars of every such stoppage or al- 
teration, together with the duration thereof, shall 
be recorded in a bound paged book kept for die 
purpose." 

In this event the main mine ventilator was shut down in 
the second instance at 14-10 his. without any authority 
from the manager, thus violating the provisions of this re- 
gulation. 

7.1.2. Standing orders required to be issued by the mana- 
ger of the mine under Regulation 134 provides that 

“all men, except those engaged on essential and urgent 
work, shall be withdrawn from the mine in the 
event of stoppage of the main mine ventilator for 
a period exceeding one hour; also that the engineer 
shall arrange to have the electric current cut off 
from all apparatus belong round, except from those 
located in the main intake airway or at a distance 
not more than 270 m from the nearest working 
place,” 

In this Instance, neither of these requirements was com- 
plied with. 

7.1.3. Regulation 137(1) states that — 

“Every auxiliary fan ; — - 

(a) shall be installed, located and worked in sunn a 
manner that ; — 

(i) a sufficient quantity of air shall, at all times, 
reach it so as to ensure that it does not re- 
circulate air; and 

(il) there is no risk of the air which It circulates 
being contaminated by any substantial quantity 
of inflammable or noxious gases or dust.” 

In this case, the first provision has been violated by the 
stoppage of the main mine ventilntor and the second by the 
continued operation of the auxiliary fans recirculating the 
inflummable gas emitted from the headings they ventilate. 

7.1.4. Regulation 140(4) states that — 

“Whenever there is any interruption of ventilation by 
the stoppage of any mechanical ventilator, including 
an auxiliary fan, installed belowground, the official 
in charge of the mine or part shall immediately 
take precautionary measures including withdrawal 
of men, if necessary, against dangers that may arise 
out of non-compliance with the provisions of Re- 
gulation 130 to restore the ventilation in the mine 
or part.” 

Regulation 130 provides for certain standards of ventila- 
tion to be maintained at all limes. In this particular case, 
neither were the men withdrawn nor was any atlempl made 
to enforce the standards of ventilation as provided under 
Regulation 130. 

7.2. Indian Electricity Rules, 1956— • 

7.2.1. Rule 126 of Indian Electricity Rules, 1956 pro- 
vides that electricity should be cut oft — ■ 

“(i) during the period required for examination od 
adjustment of the apparatus which would necessitate 
the exposing of any part liable to open sparking ; 

or (ii) if in any part of the mine, the percentage of 
inflammable gas in the general body of the air is 
at any time found to exceed one and one-quarter 
present. 


7.1.1. Regulations 133(2) prov.des that The disconncction 

and re-connection of the supply 

“The installation and maintenance of every mechanical shall be noted in a log-sheet and reported lo the 

ventilator shall be supervised and controlled by a Inspector.” 

competent person appointed for the purpose; and 

except in an emergency, no person shall start, stop, This was not complied with. 
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1 . 2 . 2 . Rule 122(e) (ii) stipulates that the cable end 
should be efficiently sealed so as to prevent diminution of 
its insulating properties. 

Tn a few cases which were inspected, the cable terminal 
boxes were not found to be filled with cable compound thus 
violating the provisions under the above rule. 

7.3 The Mines Act, 1052 and the Rules framed thereunder 

Sub-scelions (4) and 15) of Section 48 of the Mines Act, 
1952 provide that — • 

‘ For every mine other than a mine which, for any 
special reason to be recorded, is exempted by 
tnc Centud Government by general or special order, 
there shall be kept in the prescribed form and place 
separate registers showing in respect of each per- 
son employed in the mine belowground 

(i) the name ol the employee, 

(ii) the class or kind of his employment, 

(lii) where work is carried on by a system of relays, 
the shift to which he belongs and the hours of 
the shift,” 

It also provides that registers of persons employed below- 
ground shall show at any moment the name of every person 
who is then present belowground in the mine. The relevant 
rule prescribes the form of the register which has been 
referred to as Form C and prescribes where the register 
should be maintained. 

Tn paragraph 4.2.11 of this report I have noted that 4 
(four) workers of the contractors who had actually gone 
down 14 seam were not shown present in Form C register. 
This constitutes a violation of the Section of the Klines 
Act referred to above and of the rule framed thereunder. 

VIII. RESPONSIBILITY OF THE MANAGEMENT 

8. 1 . General Standards of Management of the Mine 

The management of a mine, as of any other organisation, 
depends not only on the number of men and the standard 
oE materials it employs but ulso on certain intangible arrange- 
ments of leadership and co-oi dination. From the point 
of view of men and machinery the arrangements in this 
colliery arc satisfactory as will be evidenced by the follow- 
ing facts : — 

(i) A sufficient number of qualified engineering staff 
has been provided to look after the various ope- 
rations in the mine, 

(ii) The machinery are of good standard and have been 
fairly well maintained. 

(iii) Arrangements have been made for adequate ven- 
tiliation of the workings in normal circumstances by 
the provision of a large main mine ventilator. Auxi- 
liary fans for ventilating headings have also been 
provided, wherever necessary. 

(iv) Adequate number of stone dust barriers have been 
provided in different parts of the underground work- 
ings. As a matter of fact it was these stone dust- 
barriers that limited the extent of the violence and 
damage when the explosion occurred. 

fv) Modern systems of support by steel sets and arches 
in roadways, and friction props at the fact have 
been provided. 

8.2. Nevertheless, the Colliery Organisation has not func- 
tioned smoothly, and lack of communication and coordina- 
tion between officials of different departments and at different 
levels has left much to be desired. Even before the day of 
the accident it was obvious that there was not sufficient 
liaison between the mining staff and the engineering officials. 
Though the work of fixing and lowering the cable had been 
planned by the Senior Engineer and his officials with the 
full knowledge of Sbri Dhadwal, the Agent and some of 
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his officers, it was obvious that information about the de- 
tails of the plan and the manner of its implementation did 
not percolate down to the junior officials cm the mining side. 
Even when the work was actually taken in hand the mining 
officials had no precise knowledge as to how long the fan 
would have to be shut off. In fact, if they are lo be believed, 
they did not even know if the fan had actually been shut 
off and if so, by whom. Communication not only between 
one department and another but also within a department 
was weak. 

8.3 An attitude of complacence towards Ihe safety mea- 
sures also developed in ihe organisation, not suddenly on 
the day of the explosion, but over a period, and the top 
leadership was not strong enough to reverse this trend. An 
inspection of the fan register which was exhibited during the 
enquiry (Ext. I) shows that from January 1, 1973, i.e. 
within less than three months of the date of the occurrence, 
the main ventilation fan remained stopped on Sundays for 
more than an hour each time on four occasions for main- 
tenance purposes and on one occasion for power failure. In 
addition, it remnined stopped twice on week days during 
this period for more than an hour each time on account of 
power failure. 

There is no indication that on any of these occasions, 
except once, any attempt was made to withdraw men from 
underground. The register of withdrawal reports under Re- 
gulations 114, 119 and 142 which was seized by DGMS, is 
completely blank and shows no withdrawal on any of these 
days. Only on 28-2-1973 there is a record by the Safety 
Officer in the Under/Assistant Manager’s diary that he had 
“arranged for withdrawal of men and stoppage of under- 
ground fans due to frequent power failure”. It is reasonable 
to doubt that on all these occasions, except on the one oc- 
casion referred to, nothing was done to withdraw the men 
working underground. Tt is fortunate that nothing untoward 
happened on these occasions, but there is no doubt that 
these stoppages, whether enforced or by desire, not only 
created a feeling of complacence, but also built up a tradition, 
so to say, for the main fan being shut off without the 
necessary formalities and without taking the necessary pre- 
cautions. This was certainly a dangerous practice in a 
gassy mine which is comparatively highly mechanised and 
which has, in particular, electrical equipment on the return 
side. 

8.4 rhe responsibility for the organisational deficiencies 
pointed out must be accepted by the head of the mining 
organisation, namely, the Chief Mining Engineer, Shri Verma, 
while it may not havo been possible for him to be in touch 
constantly with the day to day administration of all the 
collieries in his charge, it was certainly for him to correct 
such organisational deficiencies as lack of co-ordination and 
communication. In particular, he cannot escape responsibility 
for the dangerous practice which had developed of shutting 
off the main ventilation fan for more than an hour at a time 
without complying with the requirements prescribed by the 
relevant Regulations, As Chief Mining Engineer, he should 
have noticed this practice and put an end to it. 

8.5 Failure of Management on the day of occurrence 

8.5.1. In a preceding section I have outlined the circums- 
tances in which the accident occurred, and have pointed out 
the violation of rules and regulations which were committed 
in the process. Tn the present section, at the risk of some re- 
petition, I propose to relate these circumstances to the spe- 
cific failures of the management. 

8.5. 2, On the 18th March 1973, the day of occurrence, 
it is admitted that the main ventilation fan was shut off at 
10.30 hrs. and restarted three hours later at 13.30 hrs. After 
running the fan for 40 minutes it was shut off again at 
14.10 hrs. though all the management officials examined bv 
Ihe Court denied personal knowledge as to who ordered this 
shut off. and in fact whether the fan was shut off at all. 
Shri Dhadwal, the Agent, however, agreed that the record 
in the log-book should be accepted. This record shows that 
the fan was_ shut off till 8.10 p.m. (20,10 hrs.) though this 
entry was over-written with the figures 6 10. Shri Dhadwal 
was, therefore, not sure whether the fan was off till 20.10 
hrs. or only ill 18.10 hrs., but T am satisfied that (he former 
timing i.e. 20.10 hrs. is correct. The over writing in my 
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opinion was a clumsy attempt by some one to reduce the 
magnitude of the lapse. 

8.5.3. While the fan was thus bhut off for three hours in 
the morning and another 6 hours in the afternoon, the acting 
Manager was only informed that it would be shut off for 
an hour and a half. No further permission was taken from 
him or from any of the Assistant Managers for the conti- 
nued stoppage of the fan. It is also in cvidlence that the 
first shift men who were working under ground from 08.00 
hrs. to 16.00 hrs. were not withdrawn. On the contrary, the 
second shift which began at 16.00 hrs. was also worked and 
men were sent underground for maintenance of repair duties 
in this shift, 

8.5.4, A further failure of the management was that 
power was not disconnected as it should have been even 
after prolonged stoppage of the fan, while under the Stand- 
ing Orders such dis-connection is obligatory as soon as the 
main ventilation fan is shut off. 

8.5.5. While these are specific failures of the management, 
a number of points remains unexplained about what 
happened on the afternoon of the fateful day. None of the 
Officers who appeared before the Court nor even any of the 
officers who gave evidence before the DGMS admitted any 
personal knowledge as to when and under whose orders 
the main ventilation fan had been shut off in the afternoon, 
The acting Colliery Manager was not at the Colliery at all 
after 13,30 hrs and the senior Assistant Manager, Shri O. P. 
Ohri whom he had asked to stay on even denied knowledge 
as to whether or not the fan was working. The name men- 
tioned by the Agent, Shri Dhadwal, of the man who or- 
dered! the fan to be shut off in the afternoon was that of 
Gopa) Mihtri who appears to be a blacksmith. It was not 
explained how with a hierarchy of supervisory officers, both 
on the engineering side and on the mining side, It was an 
ordinary worker, and that a blacksmith and not a miner, 
who took upon himself the responsibilty to order the stop- 
page of the fan. None of these officers again either on the 
engineering or cm the mining side, claimed to havo given any 
thought as to whether in these conditions, men should be 
allowed to work underground. While no officer admitted to 
have forced or even persuaded the men to go underground, 
none of them could state that is was his considered judg- 
ment that there was no serious danger to the men working 
underground and they, therefore, allowed them to do so. It 
has not been explained whose duty it was to have exercised 
judgment in this matter. 

8.5.6, The picture presented by the officers appearing be- 
fore the Court, from the Agent to the Overman was thus 
one of temporary, but complete collapse of management 
during the afternoon of Sunday, the 18th March, 1973. 
No one admitted to be in charge of the mine that after- 
noon, and no one even noticed that the main ventilation fan 
had' been shut off again at 10.10 hrs after a 3 hours stoppage 
in the morning. No one applied his mind to the important 
question whether it was safe in these circumstances to send 
men down for the second shift. No one thought of dis- 
connecting the power supply. What is worse, no one 
admitted it was his responsibility to do atny of these things 
And yet the main ventilation fan was shut off for 6 hours con- 
tinuously in the afternoon, the power supply underground was 
not disconnected, and the men were sent down for the 
second shift after 16.00 hrs. Perhaps this picture has been 
created by the officers individually and even collectively 
trying to evade personal responsibility, but the manage- 
ment has not come out with any alternative picture of what 
happened that afternoon, what arrangements the Management 
had made for tha occasion, and who among the officcis and 
supervisory staff failed in their duties. 

8.6 Individual responsibility 

8.6.1. The two top-most local officials were the Agent, 
Shri Dhadwal and the Senior Engineer, Shri T. C. Lahiri. 
Shri Dhadwal has stated in his evidence that he was aware 
of the fact that the cable would be lowered and fixed in 
the shaft on the Sunday in question, and Shri Lahiri has 
stated that he discussed this with Shri Dhadwal and the 
acting Manager. Shri Dhardwal could not in any case have 
been unaware of the fact that in view of the method 
proposed to be followed for fixing the cable, the fan might 
have to be shut off while the work was being done. This 
should have put him on his guard as the top local official, 
and he should have seen to it that while the work was 


being done, the Colliery Manager or a responsible Assistant 
Manager was present to ensure safety of the mine. This 
obviously he did not do. The acting Manager, Shri 
Choudhury, after a bi icf visit, left the station altogether, and 
if the statement before the Court of the next seniormost 
Assistant Manager, Shri Ohri is to be believed, he had no 
duties allotted to him on the Sunday afternoon. Shi i 
Dhadwal himself stayed back at his bungalow and made no 
attempt to keep in touch with what was going on in the 
mine on the day in question. In his evidence too, he has 
not stated that he had placed the responsibility for the mine 
either on the Manager or on the Assistant Manager. When 
ihc acting Manager, Shri Choudhury stated before the Court 
that he left the Colliery in the afternoon and when later, the 
Assistant Manager, Shri Ohri stated that ho was not on duty 
that afternoon, Shri Dhadwal as the senior-most official 
appearing before the Court on behalf of the management had 
no comment to make that either of them had acted in an 
Irresponsible manner or had been guilty of a serious lapse. 
The conclusion is irresistible that inspite of his experience, 
and his knowledge of the possibility of the main ventilation 
fan being shut off, he failed to take the elementary precautions 
which an Officer in his position should have done by at least 
allotting the specific duty of supervision to another responsible 
officer, or by himself keeping in touch with the mine at least 
from his residence. 

8.6.2. Shri T. C. Lahiri claimed in his statement before 
the Court that he was the Senior Engineer who was con- 
sulted in important matters, but that he did not normally 
assume responsibility for specific items of work. In this 
case, however, he concerted that the work of lowering the 
cable had been planned by him. It is also in evidence that 
the Colliery Engineer, Shri K. N. Singh was on the verge 
of relinquishing charge of his post anil was, therefore, not 
actively associated with this work. In any case, It has not 
been stated by Shri Lahiri that Shri K. N. Singh had been 
placed in charge of this work, The responsibility for senior- 
level supervision cannot, therefore, be avoided by Shri 
Lahiri. 

A proper planning of the work would have involved the 
drawing up of a time schedule indicating periods during 
which the work would be done, and the periods, if 
any, when the main ventilation fan would have to he shut 
off. Such a time-bound plan should have been drawn up, 
and the concurrence of the Manager or of the Agent obtain- 
ed. No such time-schedule was drawn up and no concur- 
rence of the Manager obtained. It is in evidence, and it 
has not been denied by any one, that all that the acting 
Manager was told was that the main ventilation fan would 
be shut off for an hour and a half or so. Obviously, there 
was a failure of planning, even if planning alone, and not 
implementation also, was the responsibility of Shri Lahiri. 

I have held, however, that in the absence of any other 
Senior Engineer, Shri Lahiri must accept responsibility for 
implementation too. His failure in this respect is even more 
serious. Having obtained the permission of the acting 
Manager to shut off the fan for on hour and a half or 
so, Shri Lahiri should have noticed that the main ventila- 
tion fan had been shul in course of the morning alone upto 
13.30 hrs, for three hours. He should have assured himself 
that the fan was not shut off any further, or if that was 
unavoidable, he should have brought the matter to the notice 
of the Manager. If the Manager was not readily available, 
nothing prevented him from contacting the Agent. He did 
neither. 

8.6.3. Shri K, L. Luthra, the Senior Manager was on 
leave on the date of occurrence. He had, therefore, no 
specific responsibilities on that day. I have noted, however, 
that during the preceding three months, the fan had been shut 
off form more than an hour on five occasions without the men 
underground being withdrawn. As I have stated, this induced 
■a feeling of complacence. For this, Shri Luthra, as the 
Manager, must bear responsibility. So also Shri Dhadwal as 
the Agent of the mine and in fact, as I have stated earlier the 
chief Mining Engineer, Shri Verma too. 

8,6.4 Shri R. K, Choudhury was the ucting Manager of 
the mine on the day in question. He admittedly visited 
the mine in the morning and left at 13.30 hrs or soon after, 
when the fan hud been put on. He. however, failed to 
notice that contrary to the assurance said to have been given 
to him that the fan would be shut off only for an bout 
and half or so, it bad already been shut off for 3 hours 
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from 10.30 hrs to 13,30 hrs. He sought no assurance that 
the fan would not be shut off again, and beyond asking 
Shvi O. P. Ohri to stay at the mine, did not charge any 
Assistant Manager with the responsibility to ensure that the 
fan was not shut off further for any length of time, or if 
it was, to withdraw the men from underground. Shri Chou- 
dhury was content to leave the mine in the afternoon 
without making any firm arrangement. This was certainly 
a serious failure on his part. 

8.6.5 The next senior-most Assistant Manager, Shri O. P. 
Ohri cut a sorry ligure at the enquiry. He had told the 
DGMS during their enquiry that he had allocated work to 
others in the afternoon of Sunday, the 18th March, 1973 
indicating thereby that he was himself on duty. This in 
fact corraboratea by the statement made by Sri S, C. 
Bhattacharya and Sri R. K. Choudhury before the DGMS. 
In his statement before the Court, however, he denied this 
and stated that he was not on duty on Sunday afternoon 
and had merely come to the mine to make a private tele- 
phone call. In cross-examination, however, he admitted that 
the acting Manager had asked him to stay at. the mine, but 
he still contended that he was not on duty that afternoon. 
He was not even aware, according to his statement in 
Court that the fan was off. It is difficult to believe this 
latter statement which is obviously being made in an attempt 
to disown responsibility. If, t however, it is true, it shows 
his apathy and can be sustained only by his statement 
that while he was asked to stay at the mine by the acting 
Manager, he still considered himself to be not on duty and 
was, therefore, indifferent to what was happening around 
him. This is an untenable position. Shri O, P. Ohri must 
accept responsibility for his failure either to put the fan 
on or to withdraw the men from underground. 

8.6.6 Shri Kundu was the Assistant Engineer immediately 
in-charge of lowering and fixing the cable. He stated that 
it was not necessary to shut off the main ventilation fan 
when this work was being done, nnd he did not know who 
had ordered the fan to be shut off. Whether or not his 
view about the need to shut off the fan is correct, 
Shri Kundu acted as a subordinate functionary engaged on 
a specific task. There is nothing to show that he ordered 
the fan to be shut off. All that he could be blamed for 
was that he should huve sensed the danger, atleast to the 
men who were working under his orders, and should have 
asked the fan to be put on, specially as he was of the 
view that this would not have interfered with his work. He 
failed to do so, and for this he is blame-worthy. The 
main responsibility for the catastrophe cannot, however, to 
be placed on him as he had no authority to shut off or put 
on the fan, nor was he responsible for the men and the 
mine, except for those in his immediate charge. There is 
however, another act of ommission for which Shri Kundu 
is liable, The men in the cage who were in his charge did 
not use safety belts as they should have done, The alter- 
native provided of ordinary rope cannot be regarded as 
satisfactory. This is a lapse for which Shri Kunuu has to 
accept responsibility. 

8.6.7 Shri K. C, Mistry, Assistant Engineer and Shri Pandey, 
Assistant Manage! were two other Officers at the Colliery 
on the day of occurrence. The latter was in-chargc ol 
stowing operations while the former on that day was help- 
ing the work of lowering and fixing the cable and also 
looking after his own work of maintenance and repaii 
work of electrical equipment in 16 seam. It was mentioned 
by Shri U. K. Khan, Overman in his evidence before the 
Court that both Shri Pandey and Shri K. C, Mistry had 
asked them to go down the mine, and the latter had assured 
them that the ten would be put on shortly. The amount of 
persuasion these two Officers used or the pressure they 
exerted on the workers is not very clear, but even if this 
was not much, they could not be free from blame altogether. 
As Assistant Manager, Shri Pandey had the responsibility 
to ensure that the men did not go down the mine in the 
circumstances which could be dangerous. He should in 
fact have prevented the men in the, second shift from going 
down, or even if he did allow them to go down at that 
stage, he should have withdrawn them when the ten con- 
tinued to remain shut down for what would have been 
regarded at that time as an indefinite period. By not doing 
so, Shri Pandey failed in his duly as an Assistant Manager. 


Shri Mistry’s lesponsibility extends only to the men in 
his charge who had been sent down to the 16 seam. There 


is, however, a further factor to be taken into account against 
Shri Mistry. He admitted in his statement before the 
DGMS that though the fun had been put off for 3 hours, 
and not for only one-hour-and-a-balf as had been agreed to 
by the acting Manager, he did not report this fact to the 
latter. This was certainly a lapse. 

8.6.8 Only three of the supervisory personnel who were 
underground with the second shift when the explosion 
occurred survived. Of them, one, Shri Bhattacharya was 
working in the M/T panel on the western side, away from 
the scene of the explosion. The others two were Sri U. K. 
Khan, Overman and Sri Sudarshan Singh, Mining Sirdar. 
The rest unfortunately perished in the disaster. 11SCO 
management high-lighted the fact that these experienced 
supervisors did not report gas during the second shift. They 
argued, therefore, that there was no gas, and used this 
argument in support of the management theory that there 
was a sudden on-rush of gas as a result of the roof tell. I 
have held already, for reasons I have indicated, that the 
theory is un-acccptable, and have upheld the alternative 
theory of accumulation of pas. 1 cannot, therefore, accept 
the statement of Shri U. K. Khan that he had found no 
gas. 1 hold that neither he nor Shri Sudarshan Singh tested 
for gas at the critical places. They were content to sit in 
the intake gate without trying to ensure, as was their duty, 
that the men were not endangered by gradual accumulation 
of gas. They, therefore, failed in discharging their respon- 
sibility and must be held blame-worthy on this account. 

8.7.1 I have discussed the responsibilities attached to the 
various supervisory officers from the Agent downwards for 
the disaster. I would now like to say a word about the 
degree of culpability to be attached to them, f hold that 
the person most culpable is Sri T. C, Eahiri, Senior Engi- 
neer. Next to him I would place Shri 0. P. Ohri, Assistant 
Manager, and after him Shri R. K. Choudhury, Acting 
Manager. Sri Dhadwal, the Agent should, in my opinion, 
figure immediately after Sri Choudhury. 

8.7.2 Among the subordinate supervisory Officers, Shri 
U. K. Khan and Sri Sudarshan Singh are directly responsible 
for their gross failure. Shri Khan being an Overman and, 
therefore, senior in rank to Sri Sudarshan Singh, must 
accept higher responsibility for the lapse than the latter. 
Sri Pandey, as Assistant Manager, has a general and speci- 
fic responsibility which he cannot escape, I would, there- 
fore, place him immediately after Shri Khan and Shri Singh. 
Shri K. C, Mistry and Shri Kundu have also their share 
of responsibility, but 1 place them together last in order of 
culpability. 


IX. RECOMMENDATIONS 


9.1 General: 


9.1.1 The circumstances leading to the explosion which 
1 have discussed in an earlier section clearly indicate a lack 
of knowledge on the part of the mines officials about their 
duties and responsibilities in terms of the Mines Regulations 
and Standing Orders. The enginceing staff for instance, did 
not obviously realise that the main ventilation fan cannot 
be shut off for any length of time without the specific per- 
mission of the manager or officers authorised by him to be 
in immediate charge. There was also a good deal of con- 
fusion about the respective responsibilities of the Acting 
Manager and the Assistant Manager when the former W'us 
away from the colliery in the afternoon. My first recom- 
mendation therefore, is that all senior and supervisory 
officers who have duties laid on them by the Mining Regu- 
lations and Standing Orders should be made fully aware of 
these duties and responsibilities. This is n task which should 
be taken in hand by the senior management, in this case 
by the Chief Mining Engineer, with the help of the Safety 
Officer. 


9.1.2 The mining regulations, as it stand at present, are 
airly comprehensive in nature. In one respect, however, 
would suggest that a specific provision should be made 
/here none exists at present. While the current regulations 
equire that the specific permission of the manager should 
e obtained before the main ventilation fan is stopped. It 
ocs not however, require that this permission should be 
iven in writing. On the day of the accident as T have 
oted, permission was taken to stop the tan for an hour 
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and half or so, but actually it was stopped for 3 hours in 
the morning, and again alter an intei r.u of 40 minutes for 
6 hours in the afternoon and evening. 1 have also noted 
that on earlier occasions within a period of 3 months be- 
fore the accident, the fan had been stopped for as many as 
4 times for more than an hour each time. This is apart 
from the stoppages due to power failure. 'I here is nothing 
to indicate that the permission of the Manager was taken, 
1 recommend that the fun should not be stopped (apart of 
course from stoppages due to power failure or other cir- 
cumstances beyond the control of the management) except 
on the written authority of the Manager or a person autho- 
rised by him. Such authority should, in every case. Indi- 
cate also the period for which the fan is to be stopped. 
Even when the fan stops for reasons outside the control of 
the management, (he fact of the stoppage should be re- 
corded in the fan register and initialled by the Manager or 
a person authorised by him in token of his having been 
informed. 

9. 1.3 With the Manager being fully informed of cvci y 

stoppage, whether the stoppage is deliberated or for reasons 
outside the control of the management, there would be no 
occasion for him to plead ignorance of the fact that the 
fan remained stopped, as has been done in this case. It 
would thereupon be entirely the responsibility of the Manager 
or the Officer authorised by him to take such action to 

withdraw men from underground as he is required to do so 

under the standing orders. It will also be his responsibi- 
lity to decide if the power should be disconnected, and if 

so, to what extent, after providing for essential services to 

be maintained. 

9.1.4 Ond of the assessors brought to my notico a draft 
code of practice for the prevention of accident due to ex- 
plosions underground in coal mines prepared by the Director- 
General, International Labour Office. This draft was con- 
sidered at the last meeting of the governing body of the 
ILO and approved for circulation to all concerned. I have 
perused the draft. It contains, not so much specific sugges- 
tions for fixing of standards as the areas which should be 
taken care of for the prevention of accidents due to explo- 
sion, based on the draft recommendations of experts and 
on the comments of the ILO panel of Consultants on Safe- 
ty In mines, 1 recommend that the draft should be care- 
fully considered by the DGMS and by the Ministry of 1 nboui 
and, where necessary, suitable regulations should be framed 
to safeguard against the possible dangeis mentioned in the 
documents. 

9.1.5 One noticeable featuie of the occurrence on the day 
of the accident was that most of the senior officers claimed 
to be off duty. The day happened to be a Sunday which 
is regarded as a non-working day in the colliery, and the 
next day being “Holi”, was also a holiday. The tendency 
not to be on active duty on holidays is very marked among 
the officers because, as we understand, unlike most of the 
workers they do not get either overtime or even compen- 
satory holidays for working oil the weekly or other days 
of rest, I feel (hat this is a position which needs to be 
rectified. Some compensation should be provided for work 
on days of rest, and a regular roster of officers who should 
be on duty prepaied for such days. The number and the 
rank of officers to be so placed on roster duty should of 
course depend on the nature of work proposed to be done 
on that day. On a day like Sunday, the lBth March, when 
a major work like lowering and fixing of cable is proposed, 
senior and responsible officers should be placed on roster 
duty. On other days, when only normal maintenance and 
repair work is undertaken, it might suffice to have lower 
ranking officers. This is, however, a matter which should 
ho decided by the manager. What is important is that a 
roster should be prepared and the officers concerned clearly 
told what their duties and responsibilities are for that day. 

9.1.6 The safety set up for the mine requires, in my 
opinion, a complete re-organisation, At present the rules 
and regulations require that a mine producing 5,000 and 
15,000 tonnes of coal a month should have a Second Class 
Manager as Safety Officer, and a mine producing more than 
15,000 tonnes a First Class Manager. In either case, the 
Safety Officer functions as a direct subordinate to the Col- 
liery Manager. This set-up has not functioned satisfactorily 
and there are complaints that Safety Officers are deployed 
more on production work than on safety, without this fact 
being brought to the notice of the DGMS as required by 


the Regulations. Similarly, the Ventilation Officer also 
functions at present diicctly under the Colliery Manager, 
and there arc similar complaints that his services arc utilised 
more for production than for ventilation. 

1 feel that the safety set up should be organised on the 
pattern of internal audit, and the Sufety Officer, while 
acting as the Adviser to the Colliery Manager, should have 
direct access to higher authorities and not be subordinate 
to the former. As a result of the recent change of col- 
liery management consequent on the Government take-over, 
this should not now be vlifiltult. The coal mines arc now 
organised in large public undertakings, like Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., the National Coal Development Corporation 
Ltd., the Coal Mining Authority and the Singcrani Collieries 
Co. Ltd., apart from a few captive mines and some odd 
exceptions. I suggest that a separate cadre of Safety and 
Ventilution Officers should be organised. There should be 
as at present a Safety Officer at each mine as provided in 
the Regulations referred to. He should be the principal 
adviser to the Manager in safety matters. The Manager 
should, however, remain in complete operational charge of 
the mine. It would be for the manager to decide whether 
or not to accept the advice of the Safety Officer, but the 
latter should have the right to report direct to an Area Safety 
Officer, who should be located in the Office of the Area 
General Manager. 

At the mine level, the Safety Officer should be assisted 
by Ventilation Officer. The Ventilation Officer will function 
directly under the Safety Officer. The Safety Officer may 
also be given such secretariat and other subordinate assis- 
tants as lie may require. It wll be his principal duty, as 
I have stated already, to advise the Colliery Manager, It 
should, however, not only be open to him, but also In- 
cumbent on him to send periodic reports to the Area Safety 
Officers, pointing out the safety standards followed in the 
mine in his charge. 

At the area level, there should be an Area Safety Officer 
assisted by a small inspecting staff which should include 
engineering officials. The duty of the Area Sufety Officer 
would be to be in touch with the safety arrangements in the 
mines on the basis of the reports of the Mines Safely Offi- 
cers, and to inspect them from time to tioie either personal- 
ly or with Ihe help of his Staff officers. The Area Safety 
Officcis should he diieclly subordinate and repoit to the 
Technical Director, where there is such a Director, or to 
the Managing Director. 

In smaller organisations, such as the captive mines like 
the one under consideration in this report, the set-up may 
have to be slightly different. In place of an Area Safety 
Officer, it would suffice if (here is a Sufety Officer directly 
attached to the General Manager of the organisation. 

It should also be part of the duty of the Safety Officer 
both at the collieiy and at the higher level to create safety 
consciousness not only among the supervisory officers, but 
also among the workers. For this purpose, it may be neces- 
sary for them to arrange training programmes in co-operation 
with the National Council for Safety in mines and the 
DGMS and generally to educate all concerned in such mat- 
ters. 

I appreciate that this recommendation 1 have made in- 
volves a radical change in the safety set-up of the mines. It 
is possible that difficulties not immediately apparent may 
arise in its implementation. If such difficulties are in fact 
anticipated, 1 should suggest that the scheme 1 have pro- 
posed should be started at least on an experimental basis 
in certain selected areas. 

9.1.7 Sufety measures to be really effective should be 
the concern of all, specially these engaged in production. 
There is a tendency to regard DGMS as the sole custodian 
of safety. To sum extent this feeling arises from the fact 
that the DGMS has considerable regulatory and even penal 
powers under the Mines Act and the Regulations fi timed 
thereunder. While penal powers may in serious case be 
necessary, some of the other regulatory powers arc of more 
doubtful utility. The powers for instance which the DGMS 
have to grunt exemptions or to approve of safety practices 
create the feeling that on such exemption or approval are 
obtained, the production authorities arc absolved of all res- 
ponsibilities or any consequences arising therefrom. A 
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practice does not become more or less dangerous because 
the DGMS has approved of it. The decision whether a 
particular practice shouid be adopted, can well be left to 
the production authority with advise, where necessary from 
the DGMS provided that it is clearly stipulated that the 
consequences of adopting the practice would be oil the 
former. 

In iny ouinion, theic is a need to redefine the functions 
J the DC. MS by placing emphasis on three aspects of their 
duty. ■ The first is that they should set the standards of 
safety on the basis of their specialised knowledge and wide 
experience. The second is that they should advise produc- 
tion authorities bolh on the general and on specific piac- 
tices adopted by them. The third function would be by 
a system of regular inspection they should bring to the notice 
of the production authorities at a high level the standards 
of safety actually followed in the collieries at the highest 
level. If these three functions are adequately dischaiged, it 
should rarely be necessary for them to go in for penal 
action. 

A specific i eeommendation which 1 would make in this 
connection is that the DGMS should not only submit 
periodic reports, annual or six monthly repoits to Govern- 
ment, on the safety standards followed in the mine, but 
should also adopt the practice of submitting specific reports 
to Government whenever they feel that the practice followed 
in the mines generally or even in a group of mines is such 
as to need high level attention. These reports should then 
be considered not only by the Ministry responsible for 
safety, but also by the Ministry concerned with produc- 
tion. 

9.1.8 To function more as consultants, friends and advi- 
sers, as T envisage, the role of the DGMS to be, than as 
prosecutor and enforcement agent, it is necessary that the 
DGMS should command, respect in the industry. It is well 
beyond my purview to make any recommendations about the 
salary structures or conditions of service of officers of the 
DGMS. I do recommend however, that they should be 
such as to attract to the department persons with high 
calibre and of adequate experience. With such persons man- 
ning the department, one could reasonably expect that their 
attention could be focussed on matters of importance and 
not flitted away on petty violations or technical departures 
from rules and regulations. 

9.1.9 Safety, as f have stressed earlier, to be effective, 
should be based on safety consciousness of all these engaged 
in work of production. This would include the workers 
who are not only engaged to do such work, but in fact 
suffer most when accidents occur. A deliberate attempt 
should, therefore, be made to enlist the co-operation of the 
workers and their Unions and to create interest in safety 
matters among them. I, therefore, recommend that a seri- 
ous attempt should be made by the management concerned 
with the help of the Safety Officers to revive, where neces- 
sary, and generally to activise the Pit Safety Committee for 
this purpose. The enquiry reports on fatal accidents, as 
well us general reports by the Safety Officers or by the 
DGMS on standards of safety followed in the collieries, 
should not only be made available to the Pit Safety Com- 
mittee, but actively discussed in depth at their meetings. A 
feeling of involvement should be created where both the 
management and the workers feel equally involved in the 
matter of observing safety standards. 


situation bolh from the safety and from the production 
point of view that such failures involve. A suggestion has 
been made that in view of the plantiful availability of coal 
in the coal fields, one or more units of large thermal power 
stations should be established to cater to these aieas. I 
huve no doubt that this suggestion will receive the earnest 
consideration of Government. I would like to recommend, 
however, that whatever arrangements arc made to ensure 
regular supply, it will be highly desirable to make certain 
alternative arrangements of power supply allcust for groups 
of mines which are highly gassy in nature. For this pur- 
pose, 1 would suggest that comparatively small thermal units, 
of say 50 MW each, should be strategically located outside 
the common grid. These units should normally be con- 
nected to the essential services of the mine, and should 
generate sufficient power to cater to these services. With this 
arrangement, the essential services like the fan, the winder 
and the pumps would have two alternative sources of supply. 
While they will normally he fed by these special units, they 
could, if necessary, switch on to the general grid. 

T appreciate that this arrangement would be expensive. 
Considering, however, the possible loss in life and expensive 
materials due to failure of power, and taking into account 
the frequent interruption of production. 1 feel that this 
additional expenditure, though substantial from an obsolete 
point of view, cannot be regarded ns prohibitive or even 
uneconomical. 

T am informed by the DGMS that they have already ad- 
vised managements of third degree gassy mines to install 
alternative stand-by fans. Some of the new mines under the 
National Coal Development Corporation Ltd., like Sudamdih 
and Monodih have provided for such alternative funs. It 
is desirable that other large mines which are equally gassy 
should do so also. In any case even where an alternative 
fan is not considered necessary, there should be anange- 
ment.s for alternative drives for gassy mines. 

Another factor which has emerged in this case, is the 
failure of the human dement in the matter of detection of 
gas with the help of flame safety lamps. While these lamps 
arc adequate if the supervisory staff is sufficiently alert and 
puts in the required effort, it may well fail, as it did in the 
present instance, where the staff was not alert and puts 
in tho required effort, it may well fail, as it did in the 
present instance, where the staff was not alert enough. A 
more reliable system would be to instal recording methano- 
meters at important places in the mines, such as the main 
return of the major districts/scams and the main return of 
the entire mine. Such methanometers would keep a con- 
tinuous record of the percentage of gas in the general body 
of the return air. Similarly, air velocity meters should also 
be installed to provide a continuous record of the quantity 
of air flowing through the districts, seam, mine. I recom- 
mend that these comparatively simple equipment should be 
installed in gassy mines. 

I appreciate that at present these equipment are not being 
manufactured in the country. If their use is made com- 
pulsory in gassy mines, a domand would be created which 
would make it worthwhile for indigenous producers in the 
public or the private sector, to undertake their manufacture. 
There is no serious problem of know-how in this matter. 
Pending such indigenous manufacture, however, it would be 
desirable to spend some foreign exchange and import the 
required equipment. 


9.2. Technical : 

9.2.1 The central role in this accident, as has been noticed 
was played by the main ventilation fan, the stoppage of 
which, I have held was largely responsible for the explosion. 
In this instance, the fan had been deliberately stopped. 
Taking into account, however, the conditions ax they exist 
at present in the coal fields, frequent stoppages of the fan 
on account of power failure have to be reckoned with. There 
may oF course be other reasons, mechanical or otherwise 
why the fan steps without any one taking a decision to stop 
it. These contingencies need to be provided for. 

Power shortage has for some months been now engaging 
wide spread attention in the country and has in particular 
been causing concern to the authorities. It is hardly neces- 
sary for me, therefore, to emphasise the gravity of the 


9.2.5 Finally, attention needs to be given to the rescue 
operation. While the rescue service acted with commend- 
able speed and efficiency in the present case, there is no 
donbt that difficulty of communication prevented the rescue 
authorities to be on the spot even earlier than they did. 
The lime lag between the actual explosion and the arrival 
of the first rescue party was 1-1/4 hours. This delay was 
due to a vuricty of reasons which can generally be grouped 
under the head, difficulty of communication. Rescue would 
have been much faster if one or more rescue parties had 
been stationed in or near the mine. I would, therefore, 
recommend lhat more feeder stations should be opened, 
particularly near large and gassy mines, If possible, some 
of these bigger mines can organise rescue parties by them- 
selves and should be piovided with the required equipment 
by the Rcscuo Service Stations Committee. 
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The rescue apparatus with which Rescue Stations mo 
equipped, also needs some consideration They are com- 
paratively heavy, and this weight impedes free movement 
These equipment are imported from abroad, and this poses 
a problem of servicing and spare parts I would recommend 
that the equipment should Be re-examined with a view to 
reducing their weight, and if possible, arrangements should 
bo made fot the manufactuic of the equipment in the 
country It should also be examined if lighter stretchers 
could be used 

Another equipment which should be popularised and 
introduced on a compulsory basis is the self rescuer In an 
instance like the case under enquiry, if the miners had 
been provided with sclfrcscuers, they could have at least 
saved themselves from carbon mcnoxide poisoning Here 
again it is not difficult to produce this equipment I am 
informed that the required cnemlcal has already been deve- 
loped by the Central Mining Research Station, Dhanbud, 
and given a certain demand, there should be no difficulty 
in their mass pioduction on a commercial basis 

9 2 6 The last recommendation which I have to make is 
about a deficiency which had no direct bearing on the 
accident at the Iitpur Colliery, but which nevertheless came 
to light during the enquiry The Jitpur Colliery had not 
been inspected by the electrical wihg of the Directorate- 
General of Mines Safety for about a year In this case I 
have held that the standard of maintenance of the mecha- 
nical and electrical equipment was satisfactory The absence 
of an inspection did not therefore contribute to the acci- 
dent On general principle however such infrequent ins- 
pections do not serve any purpose I am informed that the 
main reason for this is that sufficient staff is not available 
in the Dircctorate-Genearl I have not gone into the ques 
tion of staffing and I do not therefor feel competen to 
express an opinion on the adequacy or otherwise of the 
staff 1 would however like to draw attention to the need 
of fairly frequent inspections of the clectncal and mecha- 
nical equipment, specially in underground mines This 
need, it is hardly necessary to add, is accentuated by the 
fact that the larger mines are being mechanised fact, and the 
types of equipment are becoming more and more sophisti- 
cated in nature I would suggest that Government should 
examine this matter and provide whatever staff is peccssaiy 
for at least quarterly inspections for each such mechanised 
mine 

Recosery of expenses 

I have held in this case that the accident was caused on 
account ot defaults of the management Under Rule 22 of 
the Mines Rules, 1955, therefore, 1 direct that the cost of 
the enquiry should be recovered in full from the manage- 
ment of Indian and Iron Steel Company’s Jitpui Colliery 
The actual expenditure incurred on account of the enquiry 
will be computed and certified by the Director-General 
Mines Safety 

X ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

10 1 Before I conclude l would in the first instance like 
to express my deep and sincere thanks to all the four assessors 
who assisted me during the enquiry It has been our en- 
deavour to ascertain the truth of what happened, to weight 
the evidence available objectively and to try to assess the 
responsibility of each of the individuals connected with the 
colliery management Ju this endeavour I have been greatly 
assisted by the assessors, both the technical and non-tcch- 
nical, who did not allow any consideration apart from the 
purely factual to sway their judgment I am also grate- 
ful to the asscssois for taking the trouble on several occasions 
to inspect the mine underground tn conditions created by the 
accident which were by no means easy 

10 1 2 1 am tbanful to the President and members of the 
Central Coal Mines Rescue Stations Committee, Dhansar for 
placing at our disposal all facilities to establish a local 
office and to hold the Court of Enquiry I am also thank 
ful to the National Coal Development Corporation for all the 
assistance they rendered to us both at Dhanbad and also at 
then Branch Office at Delhi 

10 I 3 The Central Mining Resenich Station Dhnnbad did 
good work in examining some of the equipment and testing 
the air gas and coal dust samples. They also inspected the 
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mine and made available to the Court their expert opinion on 
several points raised duung the enquiry 

10 1 4 The Directorate Geneial of Mines Safety is by the 
liatuie of their functions and duties always deeply concerned 
with such accidents It ts indeed a part of their functions 
to investigate into such occurrences I would nevertheless 
hke to record my appreciation fot the manner in which they 
conducted these investigations and the restraint with which 
they placed then point of view before the Court 

10 1 5 Finally, 1 am happy to be able to say that all the 
parties to the enquity, namely, the management, the Work- 
eis ‘Federations concerned and the Indian National Mine 
Oveimcn, Sudars and Shotfirers’ Association fully co-opera- 
ted with the process of enquiry In fact if it had not been 
tor their constiuctive attitude the enquiry could have been 
ptolonged foi a much longer period without any additional 
benefit to any one 

Dated New Delhi the 

4th May, 1973 

Sd/- R C DUTT, Court of Tuquliy 

We fully agree with all observations, conclusions and le- 
commendations made in the report winch has been prepared 
in full consultation with us 

KANTI MEHTA 
LAI IT BURMAN. 

4 '-5-73 G. B. M1SRA, 

M B TAWADEY, 

ANNEXURE I 

I. lo what extent, if any, u the shut down of main 
ventilation fan responsible for the disastei ! 

1 1 What was the precise period during which the 
mam fan was shut down? 

1 2 In view of normal gassiness of mine, could stoppage 
of this duration lead to such accumulation of gas 
ns would create a risk of explosion 9 

1 3 In any suitable alternative anangement for ventila- 

tion possible which even if the main ventilation fan 
is stopped, would avoid this risk? If so, was any 
such arrangement made ? 

2 Is theic any other possible reason for accumulation 

of gas which caused the explosion? 

3 What aic the possible sources of ignition and what Is 

the most likely reason in this case? 

4 In view of the nature ot explosion which took place 

and the damage at various locations it caused, Is 
it possible lo establish the precise reasons for the 
explosion? 

5 Was the standaid of maintenance of electrical fixtures 

and safety lamps adequate? 

6 Was there any pievious occasion when J3 fan was 

shut down for more than an hour without men 
underground being withdrawn? 

6 1 Why men wcic not withdiaw in the present case? 

6 2 Why were fresh lot of men were sent underground 
in second shift when fan was not in opeiatlon? 

6 3 What special piecautions, if any, weie taken to en- 
sure safety under the circumstances? What steps 
were taken to mcnsuic the quality of gas at all the 
different places of work underground 9 Were suffl 
cient numbers of supeivisorv personnel deputed for 
tins puiposc? Why was not the accumulation of 
gas beyond pcimissible limit detected and reported 
in time ? 
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7. When was the fan rc-started7 If the fan was re- 

started immediately after the explosion, what were 
the possible consequences of the re-start? 

7.1. Who ordered the main fun to be stopped? Was this 
fact and the duration of the stoppage communicated 
to the Manager or the Agent? Who ordered the 
fan to be re-started? 

8. Who decided to fix the cable in the shaft in the 

manner in which it was done? Was the Agent or Col- 
liery Manager consulted? If so, did they agree? Who 
was in charge of the operation ? Was any Senior 
Engineering Officer present? What safety arrange- 
ments were made for persons deployed on this job? 

9. What specific job was entrusted to the four Electri- 

cians working in L2 Panel who lost their lives ? Who 
ordered them to go to the said working places? 

ANNEXURE II 

THF INDIAN IRON & STEEL COMPANY LTD. 

NEONODIH JITPUR COLLIERY 

Standing Orders In the event of stoppage of the Main Mecha- 
nical Ventilator (Under Regulation 134). 

Fan Attendant.— 1 ,(aj) In the event of stoppage of the 
Main Mechanical Ventilator, the fan Attendant shall imme- 
diately open the main doors of the Ventilation installation. 

(b) He shall then immediately notify the Attendance Clerk 
on duty of this stoppage, clearly indicating the reasons and 
circumstances thereof. 

Attendance Clerk. — 2(a). On being notified as aforesaid, 
the Attendance Clerk shall immediately send information of 
this stoppage — 

(i) to the onsetter on any other person(s) Incharge of 
the Pit bottom (who shall arrange immediately to 
inform every under-manager, Asstt. Manager, Over- 
man and other members of the Supervising Staff 
present belowground. 

(il) to the Manager (or in his absence, to the Senior 
Officials present on the surface of the Mine) and 
to the Engineer, 

(b) The attendance clerk shall also note down the exact 
time of the stoppage of the Ventilator in the Book provided 
for the purpose under Regulation 133(2). 

Immediate. — 3(a). The Engineer shall arrange to have 
the electric current cut off from all apparatus belowground 
except from such apparatus as is situated in a main intake 
airway or at a distance greater than 270 metres from nearest 
working place. 

(b) All persons present belowground shall be withdrawn 
from Ibe working places to the nearest main intake Airway 
and at least 270 metres from the nearest working face (or 
to the downcast shaft bottom if it is less than 270 metres 
from the nearest working face). 

Short Stoppage. — 4. If the Ventilator is rc-started and 
works satisfactorily within a period of one hour after the 
stoppage, the attendance clerk on duty shall immediately send 
information thereof to all persons concerned in the manner 
laid down In article 2(a) above. All working places in the 
mine shall then be examined by an Overman or other com- 
petent person (s) in the manner laid down in the Regulation 
113 and if they arc found free from inflammable or noxious 
gases and in safe condition, persons may be allowed to pro- 
ceed from the places to which they had been withdrawn to 
the respective working places. 

Long Stoppage. — 5. (a) If the Ventilator is not restarted 
within a period of one hour from the time of its stoppage, 
all persons shall be withdrawn from the workings below- 
ground. 

So, however, that officials and persons engaged in supper- 
visory duties, pump attendants and -persons employed in essen- 
tial and urgent repairing work may be permitted by the 


manager (or in his absence by the Senior Officials of the 
Mine) to remain belowground if he is satisfied that the 
places where those persons arc to work or to pass are ade- 
quately ventilated during this stoppage of the ventilator and 
gives an order in writing to that effect. 

(b) When the ventilator has been re-started after a period 
of more than one hour from the time of its stoppage, all 
working places in the Mine shall be examined by an Overman 
or other competent pcrson(s) in the manner laid down in 
Regulation 113. Order for general resumption of the work 
shall he given by the Manager (or in his absence the senior 
officials of the Mine), only on the receipt of the report that 
the Ventilator is working satisfactorily and that all work- 
ings are free from inflammable and noxious gasses and in 
safe condition. All such orders of resumption of work shall 
be recorded in the book maintained under Regulation 133(2). 
The Manager shall also write the cause to be written in this 
Book the cause of stoppage of the Ventilator, the time when 
the Ventilator resumed its normal workings and particulars 
of tho withdrawing of persons. 

Resumption of work 6(a) The competent person making 
the inspection under article 4 and 5(b) above shall im- 
mediately record the result thereof in the book kept under 
Regulation 114(3). 

(b) The electric current shall not be switched on until as 
a result of such examination, the workings have been found 
to be free from inflammable gas/within the meaning of Regu- 
lation 13. (2). 

Enforcement of Orders : A copy of these orders 
shall be posted in the Fan house, office of the Mine, Ailendance 

oom and at overy pit top and pit bottom. It shall be the per- 
sonal duly of the Manager lo make all officials and persons 
concerned thoroughly conversant with their duties in case of 
stoppage of the main Mechanical Ventilator. 


ANNEXURE III 


LIST OF WITNESSES EXAMINED AT THE ENQUIRY 
On behalf of Management : 

1. Sri K. R. Dhadwal, Dy. Chief Mining Engineer and 
Agent, Chasnala and Jitpur Collieries. 

2. Sri K. L. Luthra, Senior Manager. 

3. Sri T. C. Lahiri, Senior Engineer — Elect/(Mechanical. 

4. Sri R. R. Khanna, Technical Expert. 

On behalf of Directorate-General of Mines Safety : 

1. Shri S. P. Ganguly, Director of Mines Safety (Northern 
Zone) 

2. Shri N. K. Sen, Deputy Director (Electrical). 

3. Shri B. S. Rank, Deputy Director. 


Court witnesses : 

1 . Dr. A. K. Ghosh, Scientist ^ Central Mining Re- 

2 . Dr. T. S. Bajpai, Scientist J- search Station, 
3 Sri S. Ramanathan, Scientist J Dhanbad. 

4. Sri O. P. Ohri, Assistant Manager, Jitpur Colliery 

J. Sri S.N. Kundu, Assistant Engineer, Elect/Mechanical, 
Jitpur Colly. 

On behalf of Indian National Mines Orman, Sirdar and Shot- 
firer’s Association 

Sri U.K, Khan, Overman, Jitpur Colliery. 

On bahalf of Indian Mine Workers’ Federation : 

Sri R. P. Singh, Mining Sirdar 
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ANNFXHRF IV 

List of Decease, 1 

SI. No. No Tie 

Designation 

SI. No, Name 

Desi nation 

38 Chilian Kumliar 

Face Workei 

— 

... 

39, Inder Deo Yadav 

Slo\ving-B:oi ii ading 

1. Mil, Habib 

Tiber Mishy 

40. Seo ttachun RjjMi <r 

Snppoi ter 

2. Kasim Mia 

— do — 

41. Jai Narayan Bishwakarama Stowing-Barricading 

3, Reaz Mia 

Supporter 

42. M. Monrial 

1 lectrician 

4. l/itjit Bhu.a 

Pump Khalasi 

43. Supriya Sarkar 

— do — 

5. D.trbjn Jcs>v,ii,t 

-do 

44. Hitnaranvan Singh 

— do- - 

6. A.K. MonJ '.1 

Media deal Filter. 

45. Ashit Acharjee 

l loc. Helper 

7, Banamali Mondal 

Mcch. Filtci-Helpcr. 

46. Pal Singh 

Tyndel 

8. MuzalTai 

U/G Ma/dooi 

47. Hardeo Yadav 

—do — 

9. Lahsam Mia 

10 B-tokoo Dass 

11. H.K. Arisari 

— do — 

— do — - 

On-setler 

48. B.P. Srivastava 

Mining Sii dar 


ANNFXURE V 

12. Birendra Nilh Patra 

Prop Mazdoor 



13. Chandram i Satnami 

Genl. Mazdoor 


EXHIBITS 

14. Krishna Smgh 

Mining Sirdar 

(a) Exhibit No. 1 

Mechanical Ventilation Long 

15. Jh?ri Mahto 

Prop Mistry 


Book. 

16. Bhagavant Nunia 

Genl. Mazdoor, 

(b) Fxhibit No. 2 

Fan Standing Orders, 

17. Rajktshor Tiwari 

Assl. Eloc. Foieman. 

(c) Exhibit No. 3 

Distribution of work on 

18. Parmanand Choudhury 

Mcch. Fitter-Helper. 


18-3-1973. 

19. Jil Singh 

Tyndel. 

(d) Exhibit No, 4 

Resignation of Sri R.P. Singh, 
Mining Sirdar. 

20 Gyaneshwar Singh 

— do — 



21. Jaswatit Singh 

- do- - 

(e) Exhibit No. 5 

Post-mortem Report (original) 

22. Mikbul Ansari 

— do — 

(f) Exhibit No. 6 

Photographs. 

23. Singara Singh 

—do — 



24. Somar Gope 

- -do - 

(g) Exhibit No. 7 

Report on Safety lamp No, 25 
VFI OX type GI -5 

25, Mohan Bawri 

Mechanical Foreman 



26. Mohar Yadav 

— do — 

(h) Exhibit No 8 

Details of the stoppage of J3 
surface fan. 

27. Rekha Harijan 

Machine Mazdoor 



28. Jatan Raj war 

Timber Mazdoor 

(i) Fxhibit No. AT 3 
No. All i 

Three cap lamps recovered 
deposited with DGMS. 

29. Lattoo Jaswara 

Timber Mistry 

No. Alii J 


30. D.P. Sikdar 

Mining Sirdar 

(j) Exhibit No, B 

Bralicc cloth recovered and 

31. S.B. Kar 

Head Overman 


deposited with DGMS. 

32. Jaho Barhi 

Timber Mistry 

(k) Exhibit No. C 

Deshapod Helmet — recosered 

33. Jagnnalh Satnami 

Gcal. Mazdoor 


and deposited with DGMS 

34. Badri Mia 

Supporter 



35. Khublal 

Stowing Fitter 

(1) r xhibil No. D 

Props —recovered and deposited 
with DGMS. 

36. Sovlal Gorary 

Supporter 


[No N. 1 1012/5/73-M, IJ 

37. Taslim Ansari 

—do - 




P. R. NAYAR, Undet Secy. 
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fe ffefe, 17 TTTOt, 1973 

VtoWTo 250 3 . — WBn TIT (PwVjH JR fafewt) 

fefe, 1 9 70 ii tffe wnr fefesrT Tfef $ fen fefe pr fferferffer 

aw ffer #-#fe ^rranr ¥tp +4*fi < (ffefeT ht fafawr 

Wfaffeh, 1948 ( 1948 T?T 9) fe fTTTT 4 llWRl (l) STTT 
swstr ferfet w fern gnfe jp ^;fer jft itptfeit ^zfe £, ^ 
wjm sttt mferfwT ^'tr^tTF suffer fet jtt% ifefefe 
fe amrrtl $ ffer srfePro fferr ttttt % wfe trmriTTT 
fe arrfe £ far -3a , t ttst tt te fea^Err % 4 tttsr 

fe tfTdvar 4 4 5 ffe % xprmT ar fa^n; fern •4i> i ; , ii 1 

TE wrr ftffefes: wafer at amffe 4 fe aaa ar^a% 
rfau if faaft fe fefe a at niw ar gura aFa fe# aa at 
Tfefe rnaar dm faanr faai ara^n 1 

srt«Fa feta 

1 . tw rata ar ara aaarar ara a4arr (faafaa ft fafa- 
aaa) ferrtar feta 1973 $1 

2 aaarar ara a 4 ara (faataa ar fafaaaa ) feta 
1970 unw 20 % aaanrj (2) a aa (a), (a ) sfe (a) 
4 t Tara aa faraftrftra fe nfmailaa aft aafift, aala .— 

"(a) wafara rfar^tara fe fe# * airaia f^r 
a4arrf 4 4 aar^aa 4 a4am at srfaa, 3 a aaa 4, tam- 
fafara at fer-mr, jfraaa fe# zrrfe fe£ fafeta a^faar feu 
fferr wrrwr fen wirntr .- 

(i) fe a»feff at, 3a% am anaa it aia for; na fife 
fe fer rftaaa ana - aa^ft, w art % xnfta fa faat aa ata 
^ aa *r aa 12 ffer fe aarr astfer fe, ata 

(ii) waara aayft %aa aaar-a^ fen a ffe { 

(a) wafer a ■affea^t^r^T aaarff sm anafaa aa 4 sn r a 
faataa aft r^fe % 6 ara % wi-^ w^rwnft pt jafamaw fen 
wtar wYr waffea tfer^feaa aa apjaR aanftfea fern 
artfe *fta Ta ^ awi a4ara fatafnfea aafarnrft a am 

wafri;:- 

(i) iirai an rfea aa aranf?a fan (aoa a%n firat 

wta) ; 

(ii) urnr 3 5 a mat wfwfaa aafraftr writ ar a'aia, 

wfe 

(iii) aft# ira aat fafaftvr #tafet wfe mafera , ®aat; 
aag a? fe aa aaara % aaaf at am it ar^f fe tfen at 
wafara afe^femr afea faqfer % auat^, %fea atart a 
w^ataa ^ wwtfra fear aar ar, ai# ^rt aaarat at aafera 
affe^fena % 'nraitf ara Tft aatfm ar wfeiwt # feat 
wfefnra 5 afatrma aT an fea feaT aofefefera arjfeaiwi ar 
a^r: ar afen 1 

(a) (i) ara feta aanjan ft afea apta gfe a na 
a# #r asani aafeaiaa % manta ^a ft 51 at fe, feaw 
fea % fern aria 34 % mfta nfe at ^aria aajfe ^at aifp.p 
fet aw feaa wfe afe 1 
64 G of 1 / 73— 13 


W 3 ar; fa aa a4afet ^ afef at aun 4 a^r fe mrfara 
tfeRftaaa #r aw, affea faaW % qmra. % f fer antiTr 
% ■j# waafea ft waafea at, at# wafera # 

a^ara w m at aa#a tt ait anafet a fen fanfr at fera 
% fen artfet at t^aaa ar afet arfe 1 , a r m few 

ar a4rar 1 

(ii) waffen rfe^ftara tr <nnra aa fe at aarfa ar 

a4air ■- 

(i) afe aara afm wtr aanfer fe; ant ar 

aarasa aT^ an gr fe afe fear rp mfe arfe, 

(ii) afeca fefe rata ir anafea fe'4 a aaap feff, 

(iii) rfafetara at aipar fr a«n wfera fenafearr 
rafet fet a wart feff, wfe 

(iv) feta a mfta nfe mr arar at# 4r gaap- yia 1 

[araa at 1 >. 0 2 5 / 7 / 7 2 -at w fe] 


New Delhi, the 1 7th August, 1973 

S.O. 2503.- The following diaft of a Scheme further to 
amend the Calcutta Dock Workcis (Regulation of Employ- 
ment) Scheme, 1970, which the Central Government pro- 
poses to make in cxcieisc of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 4 of (he Dock Workers (Regulation 
of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), is published as re- 
quired by the said sub-section for the information of all 
persons likely to be affected thereby ; and notice is hereby 
given that the said draft will be taken into consideration 
after the expiry of a period of forty five days from the date 
of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received from 
any person with respect to the said diaft before the expiry 
of the period so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme msiy be called the Calcutta Dock Workcis 
(Regulation of Employment) Amendment Scheme, 1973. 

2, In the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ- 
ment) Scheme, 1970, in sub-clause (2) of clause 20, for items 
(c), (d) and (e), the following items shall respectively be sub- 
stituted namely : — 

"(c) After the provisional registration has_ been comple- 
ted, the hooking of workers in rotation within the 
number so legistcred shall start without allowing, 
at that stage, any financial benefits other than; 

(i) the gross wages which accrue to such workers foi 
the days on which they actually work subcct to 
a minimum of 12 days gross wages in a month, 
and 

(ii) holiday wages for the poit closed days only. 

(d) A re-assessment of the 1 equipments shall be made 
after six months in the light of the actual employ- 
ment obtained by workers piovisionally legistered 
and the provisional registration shall then be adjus- 
ted accordingly and theieupon, the workers shall 
be eligible for the following benefits, namely 

(l) a paid weekly day of rest (Roster oil with pay) , 

(ii) payment of attendcnce allowance as laid down in 
clause 35; and 

(iii) sick and casual leave as decided by the Boaid; 

Provided that in the case of cutegoiies of woikers where 
the numbei to be provisionally registered was, after 



2994 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 1, 1973/BHADRA 10, 1895 


due assessment, determined with the approval of the 
Central Government, the Board may allow the 
above-mentioned benefits to suih workers at the 
end of a period of six months after provisional 
registration without undertaking any further reas- 
sessment of the requirements. 

(e) (i) The aforesaid Scheme shall be subject to review 
after one year from the introduction of the rota- 
tional booking with a view to fixing the number 
of days for which the guaranteed minimum wages 
under clause 34 should be paid; 

Provided that in the case of categories of workers where 
the number to be provisionally registered was, after 
due assessment, determined with the prior approval 
of the Central Government, the Board may, at the 
end of six months after provisional registration, six 
for such workers the number of days for which 
the guaranteed minimum wages should be paid. 

(ii) At the end of one year after the provisional regis- 
tration, the workers shall be — 

(1) deemed to have been confirmed if their character 

and antecedents have been verified and found to 
be satisfactory ; 

(2) entitled to join the Provident Fund Scheme ; 

(3) entitled to avail of privilege leave as earned from 

the date of registration ; and 

(4) entitled to all other benefits under the Scheme”. 

[File No. V. 12025/7/72— P&D] 


4$ 20 4474, 1973 

>tttcwto 2504 — «i5> <. ( 4745547 uMn ) fttrr i 9 6 2 % 

f444 3 % 44(444 ( 3 ) %444 MfcScT TP4 qi H <. ( Pi tft 4 4 54 fa (-44 44 ) 
5 jfsrfq 44 , 1948 ( 1 0 48 54 9) %t HT74 5 5% 444T7T ( 2 ) TT7T 
444 irfwff 4T snfw 577 % jtr, 47537 . tf)44t57 4fo 5%44 tt 
5 % trrto «fto % 7«n4 to sro 54(537 4745547 ttfhftf % 

F r 3 if tr^CTTt (43J7W 4 * ru) ^ xA 7 r a 1 cn q 7 5 1 7 % xr5, , 7t3f- 

ttt tfh 544(4 45444 (xnr xftr ttw7 fxrwt ) 5 % xrfsrfqprr 
4WT 54 0 54 0 5 6 til Piet 2 3 f%4747, 19 6 8 4 Pi <-u El f% tl 4VU44 

*r«rfq; — 

'dtli xrftj u r if, 4t%( Ph 54 a Pn fa fh tq 47% 41% nat-q'l 
tfPNr % 444 ( 4 , 444 ( 9 ) 4 " 44 ° "flo sfbfr, 4|[T4f%4'' xwt( 

«f (7 vrtfr % 74I4TO “44(57 3%° %T44T4'' 4*4 xfE 4617 4f4- 
74Tl%4 (Vi 4 4 140 I 

[4WT 20012/l/7 2-41 n TO5 4To] 
jfto 5R7(%-T4, 447 4f44 

New Delhi, the 20th August, 1973 

S.O. 2504, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 5 of the Dock Workers (Regulation 
of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), read with sub-rule 
(3) of rule 3 of the Dock Workers (Advisory Committee) 
Rules, 1962 the Central Government hereby appoints Shti 
Manohar G, Kotwal as a member of the Dock Workers 
Advisory Committee vice Shri M. P. Joshi and make the 
following amendment in the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabi- 


[Part II— 

litation (Department of Labour & Employment) No. S.O. 56, 
dated the 23rd December, 1968, namely : — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Members repre- 
senting the dock workers” in item (9) for the letters and 
words “M.P. Joshi, General Secretary" the words and letters 
“Manohar G. Kotwal” shall be substituted. 

INo. U. 20012/1/72-P&D] 
V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 

f4?7pl, 17 X4T74, 1973 

'Howto 2505 . — mErrft 4(474 Pqftr 4 Tt 5474 %trq frftr 
4fyf444, 1952 (l952 44 19) #4171 13 4FTT 444771 (l) 
3T7T 4474 VrftTff 44 44>r 57% ifT/ %4f(4 47547 isf) %totf(o 
hlUlA 5% 354 tFp4fq54 5f(7 75%4 xf)7 44% 4t((4 f%7f%4 
^714 4t%4 % 4%|4Rf % f%tr %T#|4 47547 % 5T 44% 

f%iOTPll4 P514t 74144 % 444 if 4T P5T4t %4 8744% 4 ^4 1 7 4 4, 
4tr4 4T 4T 4t PlqfM 471(4 4 44ftl4 f%4t 74144 % 

444 % 4r f57fV %% 7444 % 444 if (%4% TO % XfPtTTr 744 
% P54T4 4T 4444 iff, TOJflf IVetft 44 744 W4 % 1%TT fqftlTO 
P4t$44 TTTft | 

[40 qjo 12016(3)/72-4fo rpilo l] 

New Delhi, the 17th August, 1973 

S.O. 2505. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shri D. B. Bhambri to be 
an Inspector for the whole of the Union territory of Delhi 
for the purpose of the said Act, and the Scheme and the 
family pension Scheme framed thereunder in relation to any 
establishment belonging to, or under the control of the Cen- 
tral Government or in relation to any establishment con- 
nected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an 
oilfield or a controlled industry or in relation to an estab- 
lishment having departments or branches in more than one 
State. 

[No. A. 12016(3)/72-PF. 1] 

54° WTo 2506. — SUpTITl T44 %(4T 4ftTpT44, 1948 (l948 
54 3 4) %t 4T7I 88 ITTT 4474 4f4541 54 44t4 54% JtJ, 
%4t(4 47547 TN4 % «fT447 ijfiR % 544 5T7 7| 

747444 "isfrTFT 4014, 4Wl7 % 5nKlf744 5% j%454 444 4)% 

4t 4/ 44g4V % TOSfKTTt ^T, 454 4fhf444 % 44^4 %, 44% 
4^44 5F % P45T4, 27 444ft, 1972 4 26 44lt, 1973 

44, ( 44 % 4t4I fro 4ft-4f44 457 %ft | I 

2 447'riT f444p5p'44 KTfit % 4utq 7^4 

1. T74J54 54775T4T f444 5*f4Ft 1%itlN4 4uH:-m T 4 
4444(741 % 414 %tT 45444 5p44 54% fin u57 7.N7S7 
4444 7%4T; 

1 54 757 % 47 7%, 744471, 754 5tfaf444 % 4fft4 

%% 544% 744 544 7^4, f44T I '4 1 1 5, 74 5 tlfl4%44T 
144 5t 4% ^ % 44f44 %I4 W 4lfH5 % 5 % 4574 
4p7f544 % 54447 47 $5N17 ^Pl, %(7. 
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3. RTfa % fm. CTfvKR, 9ft ^1 IKTT fan 

m t 9m 9?r f«rrr arm i 


mart* 

irm 


1. 
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[fta 1x^-38014/2(1/72-1^ srrt] 
th-^PTct faff, xptt 

S.O. 2506. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 88 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), 
the Central Government hereby exempts the employes of the 
Indian Telephone Industries, Bangalore working in Srinagar Unit 


in the State of Jammu and Kashmir whose name are indicated in 
the Schedule given below, from the operation of the said 
Act except chapter VA thereof, for the period from the 27th 
January, 1972 to 26th July, 1973, both days inclusive, 

2, The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely . - 

J. that the aforesaid factory wherein the employees are 
employed shall maintain a register showing the names 
and designations of the exempted employees; 

2. that notwithstanding this exemption, the employees shall 

continue to receive such benefits under the said Act to 
which they might have become entitled to on the basis of 
the contributions paid prior to the date from which 
exemptions granted by this notification operates; and 

3. that the contributions for exempted period, if al- 

ready paid, shall not be refunded. 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. Name 

Designation 

1. Adarsh Vir Sharnia 

— 

2. Md. Akbar 

Stcno 

3. Bhushanlal Koul 

Sr. Accountant 

4. Makhanlal 

Clerk 

5. Ghuiam Rasool Dar 

Clerk 

6, Gurmukh Singh 

Driver 

7. Ghuiam Moyal Dim Kuchey 

— 

8. Mohd. Maqbool Shaik 

— 

9. Syed Allaf Hussain 

— 

10. Roop Krishnanibhan 

— 

11. Abdul Ali Mir 

— 

12. Mohammed Yusuf Mir 

— 

13. Bhushan Suproo 

Storekeeper 

14. Ghuiam Mouddin Bala 

Planner 

15. Gulam Nabi Ganal 

Attcnder 

16. Gulam Ahmed Kushcy 

do 

17. K. Aravindaksham 

— 

J8. Balakrishan 

— 

19. Dwarikanath Koul 

— 

20. Gulam Rasool Khan 

21. Mohamed Sayeed Bhat 

22. Shakat Ahmed Khan 

23. Roshanlal Peer 

24. Mumhi Mukhtar Ahmed 

25. Nazir Ahmed Wani 

26. Mohammed Sultan Shaik 

27. Nagendra Chatla 

28. Gulam Hassan Wani 

29. Niwas Sharma 

30. Chanda Mohan Sharma 

31. Bashir Ahmed Safi 

32. Bashir Ahmed Wani 

33. Satya Paul Galagotra 

34. Ali Mohammed Baig 

35 . Ghuiam Mohamad Bhat 

36. Mohamad Shaik 

37. Abdul Hamced Rathan 

38. P.N. Dhar 


— — 
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